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FLEE T's Irexicumfhis Diſcourſes of 
Excommunication, Idolatry, and other 


Writings; againſt his late Sermon, 
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The Author of the Chriſtian Tem 
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LONDON, 


o be ſold by Lal Jrmgin Qu: ; 


, in Pater-Noſter-Rew, 1680. 


An Epiſtle ro the Reader, | 
By a Friend of the Author's. 


; 2 He Reverend Amther wi that Chriſtian Te: "thee | 
bd inthe loſs in tho Shes o eſt 


preformen of bis whch 
iy that excellent Book , at leaft oy__— will not when be come; 
thet be did once offer Wea | 


TIL 


hed been ed, oxr Churches Wounds would bave been in « 


bealed. aig ade ena mrs nfo retain the ſane 
Semiments, for be bas ſaid that in other Treatiſe, which is a fafficient Plea 
for the Diſenters. TI hal only cite two or rhree Paſſages, ont of bis Trea- 


fe of *he Tdolatry of the Church of Rome, which was fince be 
ating 10 8 bigher Station in the Chureb, Cells Fog fans 
judge to be a fuficient Anfiverto bis Sermon of May 3.) vit. PRs: 
Pug. >. (Edit. 1.) Wearc fure that wilful Ignorance, or chooling s 
worſe Church before a better, is a damnable Sin, and, unrepented of, 
deſtroys Salvation. | 
P. $. + wer 2$ meme is bonnd Arnie nnep vr 
of the pureſt and not to leave that fora pnngh - 
called Anna + Catholick. And # Pay. 43. The Papi Pears to 
Dodor ſays, I agree fo tar with him, that every Chriftian is tw 
chooſe the Communionof the pureſt Church. i Wy 6 
Hud not only the Dodier, but ſeveral other eminent Meh of the Church of © _— 
England, have in their Writings ſaid enongh to excuſe the Nonconformifty, s 
and to infcrthe great Miſchiefs of Impofition, I fhall only inflance in wo —© © 
or #hree Poſſages ont of Biſhop Taylor's Cafes 'of Confcience; it well © © 
known what reverence that Auihor's Books are in at this tizee, i 4" "= 
" A3 hae 
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$239" W 


. To the Reader. S ; 
** Rile 2; Pag; 222. (firſt Edit.) ſpeaking of the | Power 'of 
the Church, be ſays, "This is to be that becauſe this power is ſuch 
——— irisonly left tothe People todovitar not, /under painofSin, but 
they are not to incut ſpiritual Cenſures pon the ſtock of non-compli- 
ance inthings not. imply neceſſary, or of fleatial Duty — Page 301. 
Eccleſiaſtical Laws mult be impoſed ſo as to leave our Liberty 
unharmed. - ...; 1. - . ts 07 RE PS! 

Pag. 303. Ecclefiaftical Laws are made relative to.time til tec 
Perſons and. Oegafions, ſubj< to all changes,fitted forule and the ad- 
vantage of the Churches, minifiring to Edification, and complying 
with Charity. | Whatſoever Ecclehaftical Law hath not theſe Conti- 
tions, the Churches ought no to xeceive, becauſe they are Impediments, 
not Advantages to the Service of God : it they be thus qualified, no 
good Man will refuſe them 3 if they be not, they are the Laws of T 
xants, not of Spiritual Fathers. | | £ 

Pag. 310. Laws of burthen are always againſt Charity.. . 

P. 314. Ceremonies oblige no longer than they miniſter to the end 
of Charity. 

Rale 20. Pag. 323, Ecclchaſtical Laws muſt ever promote the Ser- 
vice of God,and the good of Souls, but mult never put a ſnare or ſhum+ 
bling-block to Conſciences—,The Authority which the Lord hath gi 
yen is for Edihcation, and not for Deſtruction, -2 Cor. 10.8. & 13.10. 

Pag. 325, ——Tho ſignificant Ceremonies can be for edification to 
the Church in- ſome Depree, and in fome Perſons, yet it's to be confi- 
dcred whether the introducing of ſuch things, doth: not deſtroy the 
Church, not only in her Chriſtian Liberty, but in the Simplicity, and 
Purity, and Spirituality of her Religion, by inſenlible changing it jnto 
Ceremonial and External Service, — 

Thid., —— A ſymbolical Rite of humane Invention, to ſignify what 
it does not effect, and then introduced into the ſolemn Service of God, 
is ſo like thoſe vain Imaginations and Repreſentations forbidden in the 
ſecond Commandment, that the vety ſuſpicion is more againl(t Edifi- 
cation, than their uſe can pretend to-—— With many more Paſſages of 
of the like Nature, which the reverend Mr. Baxter bath gathered togetber out 
of the ſaid Biſhop Taylor's Caſcs of Conſcience, in bis ſecond part of the 
Noncoutounilis Plea, from pag, 89. to pag. 107. X 


TheReader is deſired to excuſe the Errata, the Author: being far 
om the Preſs. 
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= potheſis, were drawn to be munch of s Mind) muft now 
change their Judgments without bis giving better Reaſon 


- 
A 
, 
Ws aa. 4s. 


cum 5 eaſpapen bis declaring, (ty nion concerning thoſe Matters is 


rences, Page 148. 


I. (Upon the Epilile, beginning of the ſecond Page) Whether 8 
laſting Union be i ble to be attained, without ſubmiſſiun to the preſent 
eſtabliſh'd Rule ? Or whether it were not more poſſible and eaſy to be attained 
by a Rule of mutual Forbearance ? 


TH. Whether a Min of Peace (as the Doftor no donbt would be ac- 
counted) that ( I ſnppoſe ). would not exemption from that great 
Duty of fludying the things that make for Peace and Unity, and that 
prayeth (as. Serm. page 3») *f God deliver ws from ſuch cruel ways 
© Peace, and ſuch deſtructive means of Unity (as the Roman Church 
wſeth ) may not upon ſecond, and. ſericus Thougths find out another way to 


Peace and Union among, us, viz. That peaceuble Diſſeners | ( 
with the Church of England in all things neceſſary ) be tolerated (thay 
17 B t 


(2) 
th:y cannot in al things comply with the late eſtabliſh'd Rule?) Which if 
it could once be obtained of | Rulers,  Cooftndfe thin won!d not ove that 
occaſion-or encouragement to fly ot ng ainft their Brethren as Separatiſts, and 
Perm v z as ontbe berg Hr omghartne-hs deighe, er. have the is 
occaſion to entertain hard Thoughts of them again, as os, 
ſn:b as would inftigate Rulers, Magiſtrates, and others to a Further ſve vere 
proſecution of them ? 


IV. If none were t#leratell in the Miniſtry,-or in $10 with the 
Church, but thoſe whoſe faults were no greater than the Non-Conformity of 
ſober Diſſen ters, whether we ſhould not b ave very few Miniſters left in Engs 
land, and very thin Congregations ' Or whether indeed a total extirpation 
of the Miniſtry, and ntt.r diſſolution of the Church _ not fy 


on it f 
* V. Whaber the 4p file cnn og a to oat bt ub = 
tended any other Rule, than what was given tv- the Church\ in the A- 
poſtles time 7 Whether it be mot the ame * Rude, "which al that bud then 
attained t the pag nn Belief and Profeſſion 0 of Chriſtianity, "were then 
obliged to walk by, an all Chriftians ever face * And whether the Chriſti 
an Church in the Apoſtles times bad any ſirch Rule, as that to which = 
Dottor would have us all conform ? And if Men will look tn'the 
eftabliſÞ'd Rule, ar conſequently binding, when eſtabliſhed, whether 
muſt not ſuppoſe Men nor to have Authority ſo far equat with the 
And that 4 I other Chriſtians ( at left, that hear of the Rule heblibed in in 
England) fin ageinſt that Apoſtolical Precept, Phil. 3. 16. that comply nos 
with England s eftabliſh'd Rule ? Or elſe muſt they not ſay, that with the 
Apoſtle, that is flill the ſame Rwele, which is one thing here in the Church of 
E gland, and which is another quite different in other Churcher, as in the 
Churebes of France, Holland, &c. 


VI. Whether it be ſinful ſcparation for ſuch Miniſters and Chriftians as 
conform not hand over bead to any publickly eftabliſhed Rule, to aſſemble 'for 
the Worſhip of God ? Whether muft we not worſhip God, but only actor- 
ding t» ſuch Rules as our Gov rnors pleaſe 30 eſtabliſh ?* If we ore 
not ever bound to conform to the Rules ſuch may eftabliſh, or to negle 
God's publick, Worſhip, What Limits are to' be ſet bere* "And bow 
may we be put out | of doubt, * that we are ſo bound t0 oy As 
Rule eftabliſhed ? g 


VII. Whee 


(3) 


VIE. Whuber it can ever. be proved ſinful for Rulers to ſuffer Minijlers 
and -Chriſtions to worſhip God, that would worſhip bim af near as they 
can according 40 Seriptxre Rule, if they cannot be ſatirfyed they ſhould do [9 
complying with the preſent eſtabliſh'd Rule ? Or whetber Rulers might not 
lawfully tolerate ſuch ? And whether it would not be very finfiel for ſuch 
Diſſemers either wholly to omit worſhipping God publick/y, or to worſhip God 
( againft their Judgment and Conſcreneer,) according to the eftabliſhcd 
Rule ? 


ive the Pagce. of, the Church, and preventing 
nat Meafore the Apeſile wears by, ( ar the Dolior 
ps on pag- 15.) Whether this ſpould nat alſo be s meaſwre to other 
C 


Life and Prefiice, 
well as the. former, naleſt greater fireſs be laid on 
Kule, than ou Conformity $6 God's Rule 7 


| mony bndreds of Non-Conformiſts were Minifters 
ond publick Preathers before they were putt ow? by the eftabliſhed Rule, and 
bad ſo continued, bad it not been ' for ſuch a Rule eftabliſhed, not- 
withſtanding abeir Judgment was the ſame it s > Whether may it not 
ſeem a little firange, that they ſhould. craſe to be Minafters, _ or quite 
forfeit their Miniſterial Liberty, meerly for Not Conformity to ſuch an 
eſtabliſhed Rule, when they bad a valid Call unto, and could perform 
all Acts of their Miniſterial Fundion without it, and when it might be 
more queſtioned, Whether indeed they deſerved to bave their Liberty con- 
tinued, if they bad confarmed to ſuch a Rule, - at whether th:y did 
not Conform, meerly to keep in their Placer againſt their Fudgments ? 
And bow little Hope was there, that ſuch would be faithful 10 God, 
and the Souls of Men in the Miniftry, that cared not to be ſo nn- 
faithful to-their own Souls, atting againſt their Conſcieaces ?. If they 

B 2 forfeit 


LY 


(4) 
orfeit not their Liberty by their fimple Judgment in thoſe Pointr, but 
ih indeed ſuch Miniſters might _— well be at leaft allowed, and 
tolerated in any Church of Chrift, Whether would they\ be more un- 
worthy in not prattifing contrary, or in- pradilifiig contrary to "their 
Fidgments ? | 


XI. Whether there be any true Church ( organized”) of Apoftolical 
Inſtitution, that hath not the juſt Right and Power to - govern © and 
reform it ſelf ? Avid whether the Doddor will aſſert this Right and 
Power in all our Pardthial Congregations ? If not, how will be prove, 
that to ſeparate from a Parochial Congregation is to ſeparate from 2 
true Church? If yea, then' what will become of bis eftabliſhed Rue, 
which be would bave all conform unto- ? | | 


XII. Whether ſuch as would have all deharred of the ordinary means of 
Satvation, that cannot enjoy them at their Pariſh-Church, or that cannot ſa- 
tirfy themſelves that Communion there at preſent is lawful ( though we ſhould 


ſuppoſe theſe laſt in an error ) Whether - ſuch (I ſay) manifeſt any great 
Charity towards the Souls of theſe their poor Bretbren, or care what becomes 


of them ? Whether they are not yet to Irarn what that meaneth, 1 will have 
Mercy, and not Sacritice ? And if the preaching of the Goſpel be ordinarily 


neceſſary to the working of Faith, to Mens Converſion and Salvation, and if 
Conformity to the eftabliſhed Rule ( ſ it lawful, yet) is 'not ſo neceſ= 
fary ; Whether it be right in the fight of God, and pleaſing to bims; and whe- 
ther the Souls of others debarred from the means of $ alvation bave-reaſon to 
thank them for it, that they are againſt any Miniſters preaching the Goſpel, 
that cannot conform to the eſtabliſhed Rule ? $0, whether they that wind have 
Multitudes untaught,and God's Worſhip by many neglefied,and Lords Days 
greatly profaned, rather than any but Conformiſts ſhould be employed in Mini- 
terial work,, Whether they do not ſadly croſs and thwart, and make void the 
Scripture-Rule, to ſet up and keep up their Church-Rade # 
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\Now return you Dr. S:illingfleet's Sermon, - which 
the other Week you would needs thruſt into my 
Hand, deſiring me to peruſe, and giveyou my Notes 
W upon it. To the latter of your Deſixes < [ 
al ther promiſed nothing) -upon the :reading of the 
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bo Rt: i W Scrmony I foon inclined 3 in part to ſatisfy your De- 
fre, 'and in part to ſatisfy my own Mind. .You can- 
not but look for many Imperfcctions in ſuch #n haſty Birth. As Cie 
may be) ſome parts wanting, ſome zedundant, ſome miſplaced. But 
not having further leiſure at preſent, you will take it as it is, - and co- 
ver its Detects with a candid OIINS I hope you know mc 


ſo well, as to be perſwaded, that: 
be Heretick nor Schilmatick. 


gh 1 may err, I would neither 


Epiſt. Dedic. The Door lays, His only defign was to prevent any oc« 
caſion of the Perſecution of Diſſenters, by finding out @ certain Foundation 
for a lafting Union among aur ſelves, | 

Anſw. . They. that defign ſuch a thing, . ſhoutd plead 'for, and 
endeavour (in theiz places) :the. taking off ' of thoſe Impoliri- 
ons, which are the known. Cauſe of | our Diviſions, - and have 


made ſo many Difſenters. - As he fays, Irenic. pag. 121. * Were + 


* we ſo happy but.to take off things granted unneceflary by all, 
* and ſuſpected by. many, and judged :unlawtul by fome3-. and 
* to - make. nothing the bounds of our Communion, - but what 
©Chriſt hath done, viz. one Faith, one Baptiſm, &c. allowing a Li- 


© berty for matters of indifferency, and bearing with the Weakneſs of - 


* thoſe who'cannot bear things which others.account lawful, we might 
© indeed be reſtored toa true primitive Lutire far ſooner than by | a 
* biſhing, up ſome antiquated Ceremonies, which can derive their Pe- 
* digree no higher, . than from ſome ancient Cuſtom and Tradition. 


*God will one day convince Men, that the Union of «the Church lies - 
©more in the Unity of Faith and Aﬀection; than in Uniformity of _ 


© doubtful Ritcs and Ceremonies.. (How like Mr. Corbis of Church: 
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(6) | 
Unity,” pg. 30.) * The Bond of Church- Communion thould be ſome- 
© thing common toſirong and weak Chriſtians, &c. (hid. pag. 122.) 
But not a Word of this tound here inallthe Sermon. bd 
2, Though we hold Communion with them, as faras we can, yet 
, if we come not up fully to their eſtabliſhed Rule, (as, it we are not ſa- 
tisfyed to receive the Sacrament kneeling, to bring Children to be 
Croſſcd, as well as Baptized, &c.) we are ſtill liable to be proſecuted 
- in their Courts, and troubled. That unleſs the DoQtor hoped by this 
Scrmon to win Diſſenters to a full Conformity, his Deſign, was not 
likely to have ſucceſs. 

Ibid. But, if after themſelves are pleaſed with Condeſcenfions to their own 

* Minds, any think it fit that others ſhould be tyed wp, notwithſtanding their 
. diſſatisfattion, the World-will judge it too great partiality in them. - 

Anſ. They would not preſcribe Terms to others ; but think, that 
none ſhould preſcribe other Terms of Communion, than Chriſt hath 
made neceffary by his Laws 3 and that all Chriſtians ſhould look upon 

+ themſelves as obliged to ſuch Terms. Preface to Iren.p. 8.9. © It would 
* be firange the Church ſhould require more than Chriſt bimſclf did; 
Fand make other Conditions of mimunion, than our Saviour 

' © did of Diſciple-ſhip, &c. 

" Pag, 2, Although our differences are ſuch 4s the wiſer Proteſtants abroad, 
not onlycondemn, but wonder at them + yet it hath bitherto puzzled the wiſet 
Perſons among us to find ont ways to compoſe them. . 

Anſ. 1. It we are condemned by others abroad, we may thank our 

' Friends at home, who have miſrepreſented us to the Warld 3 while 
we have' not been allowed to plead for our ſelves, ; 

2, Yet poflibly forme Proteſtant Churches abroad may wonder, that 
ſu.h Propoſals as have 'been made for an Accomodation, ſhould be 
rejected. See Petition for Peace, pag. 9. $.10, The French Churches 
(if they be of the ſame temper, as the Dodtor deſcribes them, Irenic. 
P. 122.) muft needs wonder moxe at them, than at us- And fo would 
our Reformers, that compoſed the Liturgy, if they were alive. As 
he telleth us (ibid.) © Certainly thoſe holy Men, who did ſeek by any 
* rneans to draw in others, - at ſuch a diſtance from their Principles as 
* the Papiſts were, did never intend by what they Gid for that cnd,.to 
* exclude any truly tender Conſciences trom their Communion. That 
* which they laid as a Bait for them, was never intended by them as a 
* Hook tor thoſe of their own Profcthion. But the fame reaſon which 
* at that time made them yeild ſo far to them then, would now have 
* perſwaded them to alter and lay aſide thoſe things which yeild mat- 
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(9 | 
(ter bf offence, to any of the Fame Profeſſion with themſelves 
now. (p.125.) . Ji. l 

3. The way to compoſe our Differences.is not fo hard ro find our. 
Zanchy thought himſelt wiſe enough,” © give Counſel in ſuch a Caſe; 
See ns long Epiſtle to Queen Elizabeth, Epiſt, 1, x. Col. 241, &e. Thie 
way was, Non propter weſter rotun corpus Ecelefie perdere, not to defiroy 
the Body of ghe Church tor Garments ſake, &«c, Not to ditturb the 
Peace of the Church by urging indifferent things. Cot. 245, Its certe 
rebus adiaphoris wrgend's, murbave pacem Ecclefia, & bonas cunt impiis, aut 
ttiam bonos inter ſeſe committere, uſqwe adto iniquum oft, ' ut defend; nells 
modo poſſit, ut non mmeritd victerem Epiſcopum Romaumm boc nomine repre- 
bengerit Irenaws,&e. Yea, the Dodtor when he recolledts himfclf, knows 
the way exaaly to the compofing of our Differences. Firſt, hehath 
found out the cauſe of our Diſerences and Diviſions. (And ſometimes 
when che Cauſe of a Diſeaſe is known, it is half cured.) See Preface 
to his Irenicm p. 9. © Without all Controverſy, the main Inlet of all * 
© the Diſtrations, Confuſions and Diviſions of the Chriftian World, . 
© hath beet by adding other Conditions of Church-Communion than 
* Chriſt hath done- - Now asto the perfe& cure: thereof, See Irenic. 
fp. 122. © And therefore, were there that Spirit of mutual Condeſeen- - 
«* tion, which was moſt certainly in primo primitiva, as Gratian © 
© ſomewhere ſpeaks, in the firſt and truly Primitive Church in the - 
© Apoliles times,cur Breaches as to this thing too might ſoon be cloſed 
© up, and the Voice of Schiſm be heard among us no more- © So here 
he hath difcovered to us the way to that, © Than which norhing oughe - 
* to be more in qur Wiſhes (as he ſays pag, tr, of his Serm.) © th6ugh 
nothing ſeems more remote fromour Hopes, even the Univerſal Peacc 
of the Chriſtian World. | elf} | 

Pag.'3. All Parties pretend to 4 zeal for Peare, ſo they way bave it in | 
their own way. 

But farely all that would ſhew themſelves good Chriſtians, ought 
to ſeek it, and ſhould be content with it in Chriſt's way.” . Which: is 
excellently fer forth by this Learned Doctor, in the Preface to his 
Trenic. p. 8. * What Ground can there be, why Chriſtians (h>uld -noc 
* {tand upon the ſame terms now, which they did in the time of Chriſt 
* and his Apoſtles? —— What Charter hath Chriſt given the Church 

to bind Men up to, more than himſelf hath done ? ,Or to exclude 
thoſe from her Society who may be admicted into Heaven ? Will 
Chriſt ever thank Men at the great Day for — And p. 9. © Whether . 
do thcy confult for the Churches Peace and Unity. who ſuſpend it up- 


on . 


| ('$) 
© on ſuch things (as indifffrencies?) How far - doth the Exampleof 
* our Saviour or his Apoſtles warrant ſuch rigorous Impoſitions? Now 
bath the DoQtor upon ſecond thoughts found out a better way, than 
that which he there commends ? | 
2, Somme indeed have made- it appear, - that it 4s not Peace they aim at 
but Vigory, as' the Doctor ſaith 3 yet I cannot ſee, that this is juſily to 
be charged-upon thoſe, who have been willing o- yeild {6 far, who 
have made fo fair Propoſals, and have carneſily petitioned for Peace; 
that could bear with many things in the Conſtitution of the Chureb, (as Ser, 
P: 47,48.) for Peace-ſake, which they cannot approve. What though 
tome only pretend a Zeal for Peace, mult we ſay, There are no true 
Men in the World, becauſe there arc ſo many Apes that imitate themz 
or that there are no Jewels, becauſe there are ſo many. Counterfeits ? 
As the Doctor, Orig. Sacr., Epiſt. Ded, p. 10. 
P. 4. And we may juſtly hope for a greater Bleſſing of God wpon us, when 
we offer xp our joint Prayers and Devotions, Oc. 
But. (Irenic.p. 123.) It cannot but be-looked upon as a Token of 
* God's ſevere fiplexfure againſt us, if any, th unreaſonable Pro» 
* poſals of Peace between us and the Papiſts ſhould meet with ſuch en- 
© textainment among many 3 and yet any fair offers of Union and Ac- 
* comodation among our ſelves, be ſo coldly embraced and enter- 
* tained, 
P. 9. Wherein the Apoſtle ſuppoſes — 1. The neceſſity of one fixed and 
certain-Rule —— 
But (Irenic. Preface p.g.) © We never read the Apoſtles making 
* Laws but of things ſuppoſed neceſſary. — AF. 15. 28. It was not 
* enough with them that the things would be neceſſary when they had 
k g—_ them, but they looked on an antecedent neceſſity either 
©abſolute,or for the preſent State — There were after this great diver- 


© ſities of Practice,and varictics of Obſervations, among Chriſtians, but 
*the Holy Ghoſt never thought thoſe things fit to be made matters of 
©Laws, 'to which all Partics ſhould conform ; All that the Apolil.s 
© required as to theſe, was mutual Forbearance and Condeſcenſion to- 
© wards cach other in them. The Apoliles valued not indifferencics 
at all — And what reaſon is there why Men ſhould be fo ſtrictly tyed 
* up to ſuch things, - fo From all whick we may clearly infer, that 


the Rule ſpoken of { let us walk by the ſame Rule] cannot be a Rule 

uf unneceNlary Orders, Rites, and Ceremonics. 
P. 10. All the queſtion is, what the Apoſtle means by this Rule,whether 
only a Rule of Charity and mutual Forbearance, with a liberty of different 
pra- 


( 9.) 
praliiegs 704 8 Rule which limits and determines the - manner of 
pradice, NE 156d To it 20 . we - 18 þ | 

Anſe.1. That of Charity and niutual Forbegrance is but of that 
_ Rule Chriſtians arc to walk, by: Bug a part it is Auer And 
therefore, | en Beebe. CAN | 

2. Without queſtion, the Apoſile meaneth mo ſach Rules, or Canons 
Eccleſiaſtical, as are contrary to the Rule of Charity and mutual For- 
bearance, with a Li of Practice different in ſome things, 

3. This Rule for Uniformity of Practice is the Scripture Rule. This 
is the Rule to which Chriſtians muſt conforxm.. And as for other things, 
we have the Docor's Word for it, (in that placelaft cited): * The A- 
© poſiles.valued not indifferencics at all — And what eaſon is there 
* why Men ſhould be fo ſtrictly tyed up to ſuch things, which they may 
© do,or let alone, and yet be very good Chriſtians ftill'? So that unleſs 
the DoQor's Mind bechanged, he cannot ſay, the Apoltle meancth a 
Rule limiting and determining the practice of ſuch things. 

F-4 11. B wit prot. axubmyuny 7 or wha underſtand ſome Di- 
recions and Rules of Government cr, given at Philippi, 
when a Church was firſt formed among them. Ca petrare In- 
terpretation, but fitteſt for the DoQtor's purpoſe. And yet it will fall 
ſhort too of proving it Mens Duty to walk by the Rule ſet upby a 
Church, till it be proved that ſuch a Church's Rule is conſonant and 
agreeable to the Apoſtile*s Rule, ' But I cannot meet with any Man of 
Note, giving ſuch a Senſe of the Word [Rwle] here, as the Doctor 
would put upon it. That Perſon, who he fays (p. 28.) is of great 
and deſerved reputation among us, underſtands it of the Dodtrine and 
Rule of Faith betorc laid down. (Vid. Catv. in Phil. 3. v. 15, 16.)—Se4 
ante poſuit doftrinam in qua conſentire, & Regulam ad quam ſe formare de- 
beant, And Zancby, eft Canon fidei, & delefiionis, ( 6 the Rule of Cha» 
rity, and mutual Forbearance comes in,) witeque Chriftiane ad preſcrip- 
tam formam in ſactis liters, confurmande, And Grotius, Regulam bic in- 
relligit 4 Chriſto &+ Apoſtolis 5 Preſeripeant "Here he -underfiands the 
Rule preſcribed of Chyjift and his Apoliles. . 'Theodoret, (who was long, 
before them) Regulam autens appellauit Evangelicam predicationem. And 
ſo Chemnitixs '( Exam. Cone. Trid. par. 1. pag. 33.b.,) Yxis antem ft ile 
Canon ? Where he puts the Doctor's Queſtion, what is that Rule? And 
anſwers, Sine omtj dubitatione illa dofirins, &c, without all doubt (or 
Controverſy) that DoArine, which the Apoltle,being preſene,detiver- 
cd to them! vw vote. . Even as the Door fays,  *\ Phe the. Apoſile 
* mentions a Rule, wichoat declaring what it was, we have reaſon to 


© believe, it was ſuch a Rule which they very well knew, which he 
© had given to them before. C h 1 


( 10 } RENE py 

I only add, (which is more _ than the Door would hiye,) 
Yea, and we all. know, or may know, what Rule that was, the Apo- 
ſije plainly affirtning, v./'t." that he wrote Tet dvr the (ame thinps, 
As Chemmitizs farther adds, igirny fit Canon Pauli, babennu in Fe 
ſeriptis, idque ipſiug teſtimoniq : dicit enjm ſe Tot auTe ſcribere, What there- 
fore is the Apoftle PawP's Rule, we have in his Writings, and that by 
his own Teſtimony 3 for he ſays, that he did write the very fame things 
(he preached.) I ſhall take notice but of one more, ſeil. the learned 
and pious Biſhop Reynotdr, (Serm. on Phil. 3, 15, 16.10 his Works, laſk 
Edit. p. 932.) Who (peaks both like a learned” Critick, and a fonnd 

Divine, thus, T& &uT& 5rrxev xaven, to walk by the fanic Rule, 
There ſeemerh to be a le metaphorical Alluſion in the'Original 

Words: The oft toa Milirary March, whereln a Souldier keeps his 

proper Rank and Station, obeying the Order and Rule which his Com: 
mander gives, The other to an Agoniſtical or Athlerical Rule, where- 
in was drawn a White Line, of which the running of the Horſes was 
to be guided,as the learned Ciyllian, Perrus Faber,in the ſecond Book of 
his Agonifticon, hath oþſerved, &. 7. This Line of Rule in our Chriſti- 
an Race is the Word of God, the Rule ofFaith, Love, and a Chiiſti- 
an Life (juſt as Zanchy before cited) called walking in the Spirit, Gal. 
5. 16, Walking according to Rule, Gal. 6. 16. Thus he. And] 

his Biſboprick did not alter his Mind as to this Matter. Though how- 
tocver Men change, fure it is, God's Word,and Truth is till che ſame, 
Ard furcly that Phraſe zavd 5z1x,civ, Where the ſame Words are uſed 
by the Apoſile, Gal. 6.16. aimeth at higher Matters than Conformi- 
ty to Church-Ordets. 

It is to be conſidered, whether the DoQtor, arguing from this Text, 
doth any thing more than beg the queſtion. And thoſe whom he 
- mainly oppoſcth, are for keeping to Scripture-Rule (here intended.) 

It thcy cannot come up to the DoQor's eſtabliſhed Rule, it is becauſe to 
. them it ſeerns croſs to that ſame Rule all good Chriſtians deſire, andqll 
ought to walk by. So then this Text ſeems to be ill applied to- the 

Dottor's Purpoſe. Which indeed is a thing, 1 Thould leaft have cx- 
pcaecd from him, _— him again and again blaming others; in his 
Diſcourſe of the power of Excammunication, for * banging it u 
* fome doubtful places of Scripture (p. 4.) imprudently 6xing the O- 
* riginal of the Power on ſome ambiguous places of Scripture, which 
* may,and (it may bc) ought to be taken in a different Sence, (p, 15.) 
Is it not as much amiſs in him, when the Apollle, is exhorting us to 
w alk by the ſame Scripture-Rule, the Rule of Faith, &c. to it 
*© a Conforming to Church-Rules,as if this was the main thing inten» 
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ded? Turje of: Diilters, &e. And meckinks it looks the more oddly, 
ban rn yon ate nr> uns 
and oves tthe& primo+ had no 

kach cliablithed Rule, nor world the s have cſtablibed fuck a 
Rule,as he rgeth us from this Text tocome- up to, I wonder how he 
can belicve himfelf, or can hope to perſwade any, that will but z little 
exerciſe their Faculcy, That the Apoſile can mean by the farne 
Rulc here, ſach a Rute as was never eftabliſked by Chiifi and his Apo- 
_ ONEIEIINEY tfothis day, had they fill continntd 


CG ba 


ary, br P (p- 12.) ; 
— ins Bus 1 don find that th on this 
account did forbear giving Rates in ſuch caſer, and ts ffians to 0b- 
ſerve them ; and that nos on the meer Authority of , but as Gover+ 
rely Chaves whoſe buſineſs it is to taky care of the welfare and prefers 
vation of them. 

Anf. 1. Can the DoQtorſay, EDO determining, 
their practice, and ig —_ to Uniformity in unneceflary and in- 
diflexent things? Surly, nn (ERpapte 
Þ- 9.) They wonld lay no other burthen TXyv Tay inner xes TaTHY, 
Ads 15.2829. The things there decreed were neceffary in ſe,or 
Me eller them of Ho RR — and 
T not neceflary & every 
where; yet at that tire neceſfary, in regard of the preſcut fate of 
things then. Either neceſſary to prevent their returning to the Sios 
of their Gentiliſm,orto pecveat their giving, offence to the Jews. Not 
meerly made neceffary by the Decree of that! Corte, but in ome re« 

neceſſary antecedently wthat Decree, as che Doftor there ob» 
cs. | And let! itbe remembred, what he ſays of other rhings,. thae 
The Holy Ghboft never thought them fit to bemade etattevs of Laws, to. which 
all P arties ſhould conform. Then, can we' believe the Spies wouls 
oblige Chriſtizas to-Baiformiity in ſuch 
2, Mach leſs woutd they haveimpoſed as anneecFary, that were 
—_—— Fhe Doctor thalt never find char. They thus would 
not the weak ſhould be offraded by their own, os others: (a$ 
Roms. 14. 13, 21. 1Cor. $9; 13.) would not have burt chem 
with fuch unneceffary Rules, which they knew, Libs Garona 
bear, or mult cauſe them to offend. 
C 2 3. And 


her theſs were vr ling in themſelves  - 


( 12 ) 
3. Andit is plain, they had no fuch y—_ given them. They could 
not do it lawfully. The Power and Authority given to the Apoſtles,was 
for Edification,and not for DeſtruQion, 2 Cor.10.8, & 13.10, 4d juvan- 
dum,O non ad officiendum ad utilitatem & commodum, non ad dammum Ec» 
clefie. There is modus & certus finis bujus poteſtatis. And I hope,no Church» 
Governors (mow in the World) have more Authority, thanthe Apo» 

ſtles had, that they may go further in their Impoſitions. The Doctor 

{ays well of the Governowrs of 1be Churches that their buſineſs is to take care 
of the welfare and preſervation of them. And then, how making Rules about 

unneceſlary things, ſcrupled by many, obliging all to Unitormity there» 
in, and thereby cauſing rents and diviſions in the Sotiety, I ſay, how 
this can be for the Weltare and Preſervation of it, I am not able to un- 
dexſtand, The DoQtor ſays, Irenic. p. 47. © The leaſt Peg ſcrued up 
© too high in the Church, ſoon cauſeth a great deal of Diſcord —and 
© quickly puts Mens Spirits out of tune. And when hetelleth us, p.5 3, 
© That in things wholly: indifferent in bothreſpeRs, that is, in a thing 
© neither commanded nor forbidden by God, nor that hath any appa- 
©rent reſpe& to the Peace and Order of the Church of God, there can 
© be (N.B.) no rational account given, why the nature of ſuch indifle- 
© rencies ſhould be altered by anyhumane Laws and Conſtitutions. If 
. yet he can give us a rational account, why they may be impoſed, when 
they apparently tend to diſſention, diſunion, and putting things out 
_ of order, I'ſhall think he hath a Reach beyond the Moon. | If the 

Church hath power to make ſuch Rules, it is more than he grants to 

the Magiſtrate, (ibid. p. 44, 45.) © The Magiſtrate hath the power of 
* determining things (undetermined by the Word) fo they be agree- 
© able tothe Word of God, This laſt Clauſe is that which binds (1 
* ſuppoſe it ſhould be bounds) the Magiſtrates Power, thatit is not ab- 
* ſolutely ArchiteQonical, becauſe all his Laws mult be regulated by 
© the general Rules of the Divine Law. Would the making of ſuch 
Rulcs be found agrecable to the Word of God ? What! |when they 
apparently tend not to Peace, but to Breaches, and Diſſentions3 not 
to Order, but to Confuſion ? Would fuch tend to Edification ? 

And further it may be conſidered, whether this would not be found 
contrary to ſoms of the DoQtor's own Rules, Tren.p. 63. *Seeondly, 
* That nothing be required, nor determined, but what is ſufficiently 
© known to be indifferent in its own nature. And þ. 64. '* That. ng 
© Santions be made, nor Muldts or Penalties be infliged on ſuch who 
* only diſſent from the uſe of ſome things, whoſe lawfulnefs they at 
© preſent ſcruple, till ſufficient time and means be uſed for their infor- 
- © mation of the nature and indifference of the things, &c. Obſerve, 


The 


GED 
The things themſelves muſt be ſathciently. kn 
And no Judges {© ht to decide this Controw: thi 
* primitive Church in the firſt four Centpxies,; with the 
© the reformed Churches, p. 63...Or thoſe thee 
© Authority of the Scriptures, the Practice of 


things — 
And ſo I think no leſs in diſpenſing with more minute things, when 
great evil and danger attends the firit impoſing of them. 
Ib.-- And keeping the zeal of well-meaning Perſons within its due bounds. 
It would be known what are thoſe due bounds? Whether it is bett 
to reſtrain zealous well-meaning Perſons from worſhipping God at all 
together,unleſs they were ſatisfied to conform to the particular by-Rules 
of Governours 3 or indeed to ſuffer them peaceably to worſhip the true. 
God inOrdinances of his own appointment,though without. following, 
the Governours accidental Rule and mode of worthip? But more touch- 
ing that matter afterwards, 
P. 12, * Thoſe who are engaged below in the valley fighting-in ſmall Par-. 
ties, and purſuing their advantages, do run into their Enemies Camp 
they are aware, Oc. | | k 
| The Doctor knows this is but a popular Argument..  Similes may 
illuſtrate a thing, but prove nothing. But why may not ſuch ſmall 
| Pzrties do ſome Service, as heartily and reſolvedly bending their lictl: 
/ force againſt the common Enemy? And otherwile they axe like to..do., 
none, while the main Body is drawn up within ſuch Banks and Tren-- 
ches, as rather ſcrve to divide and keep off many of its Friends, t 
; to defend it from its Enemies. *Tis in vain to talk, pt lych retreating 
| into the Body of the Army,while ſuch Canons a apa againſt them, - 
ſuch Rules as cut themoff, O that it was ſeriouſly conſidered, . whe- . 
ther the firi& impoſing of thoſe things, which keep many.at a diſtance, 
and hinder theis joining with the Body of the Army (to uſe che Do- 
Qar's terms)be indeed of as great conſequence, as the Chu Peace, - 
and ' the preſervation of Religion it (clt? Or whethes it he wiſdom. -. 
perdere ſubſtaxtiam propter accidenti3 ? And they who ſtand on the higher 
ground now, ſhould.remember, yea, often think of that day, when 
they ſhall be ſet on level ground with others, and, have theircauſe cried 
by . 


( 14) | 

by the Ruke oe qt norreydrgs —_ be no harm in 
wiſhing; that w a tender , as to the doin g any thing 
that ns to exchud; from the Miniftry, and from Church-Commu- 
nion any whoſoever; that are not to be exclided by any Rule kid 
down in God's Word. | 

P. 13. It were extreamly defirable that all good and uſefiel Men ſhould 
enjoy as much ſntirfattion as might be, — — 

Now thanks to the Dodtor for this, if he do not unfay it again. — 
' Bit if it cannot be attained without running greater hazards of unſetling all, 
it is then to be conſidered, whether the general ſafety,or ſome Mens particular 
 Fatisfattion bethe more defirable. 
Now if he thinks, that to indulge many good and uſcful Men as'to 
' forme fmall matters (if they mxy be accounted ſmall matters, that have 
occaſioned ſo great miſchicfs; therefore I will fay) things not com- 
- manded by God, not _—_ in — but many ways of very 
- Mconſequence, being rigorouſly injoyned 3 thingsnot pertaining to the 
necceflary order and decency required in God's Worthip, (Ha hae the 
wantthercof would render it diforderfy and undecent ) and things that 
would really burthen or wound the Conſciences of many good and 
uſeful Men 3 I fay, if the Dofor thinks, that to condeſcend to fuch 
Men in ſuch things as theſe, would be to run great hazards of unſer- 


- lingallz then what he ſays before would ſeem to be a meer Coni 
ment. And then Duantum mutatus ab illo? Then he would make ſach 
things neceffary. Yet Irenic. p. 62, 63. He tells us what bounds muff 
be (ct in the reſtraint of Chriſtian Liberty. And the firſt is, *That _ 
* nothing be impoſed as neceſſary, but what is clearly revealed in the 


| ©Ward of God, —— Lagzas eft quicquid mo ut neceſſarizem quod 


[4 

berum eſſe debst. Andp. 64. Diſtinguithing berwrxec things indifferent 
in their coayn nature, and indifferent as to their uſe a 5 ; 
Thereupon he'fays thus, * Ard when the generality of th who uſt 
* them, do nor uſe them as indifferent, bur asneceſfary.things;it ought 
© eo be confidered' whether in this cafe ſuch 2 uſe be 4 bletif Merr 
* be berrer informed of the things they do. Now if there be fuch dan- 
ger of unſetling all, fuppofing they fhould beindulgedas ro the ufe 
and praQtice of ſuch things, then it would feem they are made neces. 
ſary: but then. forthat reaſon, we may queſtion wherher” the ufe"of 
them be allowable, tilt we are berter informed. Tf they be not made 
neceſſary, methinks good and uſeful Men might weigh againſt chi 
indifferent, or unneceſſary, or elſe ſure, they are but of little uſe, 

But what danger there would be of unſetling all,by giving juſt Gatis-- 
faction to ſuch Men, I cannot diſcern, Why might not peaceable, 


- good 
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4 4 by } : 

and ufctul Men, that ave dilariatiedſas to (ome by-matters, but 
with them in the DoQrine of Faith, and ſubſtance of God's Wor 
ſhip, have liberty to (ſerve rheir God in the Valleys, and they on the 
higher ground (ax the DoQor's Word is) fill poſſeſs their Digaitie 
and Benehices ?- And if moving in an higher Sphere, they are of more 
uſe, and diffuſe their Vight farther, no good Men ſhould envy at that. 

P.13. What the Dofor obſerves from Air 15.28. I take to be 
anſwered before, yea,he hathanſwered himſelf. Irenic. in Preface p.9. 
& þ. 11. © The fame we hope may remain as the moſt infallible evi- 
© dence of the Conformity of our Church of England to the Primitive, 
© not ſo much in ulmg the ſame Rites that were in uſe then, as in not 


© impoſing them. : 
P, 14. Where he ſpeaks of the Judeizing Chriftienr, if he would 
have his diſcating Brethren red with them, the Compariſon 


ſcems to be unequal. They were for laying the Yoke on others . 
Poor Diſſenters would think themſelves well, if others would not en- 


deavour to bring their Necks under the Yoke. Theſe defire to keep - 
cloſe to the Golpet-Rule, the other in their zeal for the Ceremonies - 


of the Law, were in great danger to be removed from the Goſpel. - 


Ibid. Notwithſtanding all their diſſatisfattion, the Apoſtles continued the - 


ſame Rule, 


Let us enquire what {cruptes and difſatisfattion the DoQur mcantth. - 


Either it muſt be, that the Gentile-Believers were diflatisfyed, 
were bound up by that Decree : And then the Anſwer is, Thoſe 


_ were neceſſary, as before explained, And if nothing was impoſediup- 


oh-ns,. but what is alike neceſſary, then the World might juſtly blame 


us for not yeilding to ſuch Impoſitions. Or it muſt be that the Jadai- - 


zing Chriftians were diffatished. And indeed of theſe the Doctor 
ſeems to fpeak. * But then I think, it is againſt himſelf. For how 
were they diſſatisfied about the things decreed?Certainly,it was becauſe 
the Gentile-Beljevers were left ſo much at liberty from the obſervation 
of the Cer. monies of the Law. But | the Apoſifics 
continued the ſame Rule, becauſe they would hay on them no unne- 
ceflary burthen, There was no neceſſity” for impoſing Jewiſh Cerc- 
monies on them 3 and therefore they would not do it.. . Thoſe Ju» 
daizers thought there was a neceſſity of Circumciſion,and keeping the 
Law of Moſes, direaly contrary to the Dodrine and Detign of the 
Goſpel. The DoQor may ſay, they ſcrupled, and were diffatisfied; 
but plainly they were leavened with fuch a corrupt Opinion as was by 
no means to be bott-with, which would have made Chriftt and kis 
Death in vain, And therefore there was great necetfiry for that De- 

Cree. 


- 
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crete. Yea, theApoſile thought not that enough;but again and again 
in his Doctrine ſers himſelf againſt it with might and main, ſhewing 
the dreadful conſequences of it, If Men will call fach grofs errors, di- 
re&ly contrary to Chriſt and the Goſpel, ſcruples 3: yet ſurely the Do- 
Qtor cannot but grant, that the ſcruplesof good, ' honeſt, well-mean- 
ing Souls about the lawfulneſs of ſome things Men bring into God's 
Worſhip, without his Warrant, for any thing they can apprehend, are 
quite of another Nature, And pofſibly-the Doctor may have occaſi- 
oned forme of their ſcruples, (and therefore is the more obliged to be 
favourable towards them) who fays, Iren. p. 36. © Butas forthe 
* way,manner,and circumſtances of Worſhip, we are to follow the po- 
* fitive Laws of God. And p. 43, 44+ © Firſt then we ſay not, that the 
* Magiſtrate hath a power torevoke, repeal, oralter any Divine po- 
© fitive Law, which we have already ſhewn. Secondly, we ſay nor, 
* thatthe Magilirate by his own Will may conſtitute what new Laws 
* he pleaſes for the Worſhip of This was the fault of Feroboam, 
*who made Iſrael to fin. Who p. 67, 68. diſtinguiſheth-betwixt 
© Ceremonies, and matter of meer Decency and Order, for order- ſake. 
Saying, * matters of order and decency are allowable and htting 3 but 
* Ceremonies, properly taken for Actions {ignificative, their lawfulneſs 
© may with better ground be ſcrupled. 

+ Lay theſe things together, and the reſult is this in ſhort, That Apo- 
fiolical Council, As 15. made a Decree of things neceſſary, that 
was difſatisfying to Judaizers, as being croſs to their pernicious Opi- 
nions and Practice : Therefore Governors now may decreethings un- 
nec. ſary,” that may with better ground be ſcrupled. But. when it is 
certainly unlawful for private Perſons to put a liumbling-block, or an 
occaſion to fall in their Brethrens way, I would fain know how it 
comes to .be lawful for Rulers and Church-Governours fo to 
do. 

P. 14+ To what the Doftor notes'on Rom, 14. 3. where he grants 
a Rule of mutual Forbearance, notwithſtanding that -Decxee made, 
As 15, 1cannot apprehend the*leaſt inconfiltency berwixt theſe z 
as if the one was ſet alide, where the other took place. And it the 
Apaltle ated here © like a prudent Governour—the Church of Reme 
© at this time conſiſting molt of Jews — he perſwades both Parties to 
© Forbcarance and Charity (for preſerving the Churches Peace, p. 15.) 
Methinks, by a Parity of reaſon, where Noa-Contormitts are more 


- numerous (as in- London, &c.) more Forbearance might be ſhewn, 


to preſerve the Churches Peace. Eut indeed we hnd, that Charity 
ſhould as well be exerciſed towards a ſingle Brother, 1 Cor. 8. 13, 
| The: , 


(17) 

The Apoſtle (who was a Governour in the Church, and not an or« 
dinary Governour) would not offend a weak Brother. | Again, the 
Doctor ſuppoſeth here, that there were none in the Church of Rome 
that went 4 tw to impoſe the neceſſity of keeping the Law of Cere- 
monies on the Gentile-Chriſtians. But that there were falſe Apoſtles 
in Rome at that time, ſeems to be intimated, Rom. 16.17. [ Now L 
beſcech you, Brethren, mark them which cauſe Diviſions and Offences 
contriry to the Doctrine which ye have learned, and avoid then. ] 
Notat hbic eos, (ſays Grotims ) qui cum ipfi Fudei non efſent, vocatis gentibus 
imponere volebant Legis Moſaice jugum, contra & precepts Chriſti = 
commendantis & preceptum —_ quod ubiq, Paulus ſervandum docuit. | 
Air 16. 4. And the Apoſtle might thus exhort them co mark and a- 

void ſuch falſe Teachers, and yet in the ſame Epiſtle lay down a Rule * 
of mutual Forbearance,and require them to ſhew Charity towards thoſe 
who in ſome points had been {educed by ſuch falſe Teachers, by whicti 
means indeed they might be brought nearer tothe 'Fruth,and one to 
another. -. As we have it in the Verſe before the DoQor's Text, | And 
if ye be in any thing otherwiſe minded, &c.] As for thoſe thar did not 
yet fo clearly underſiand the Dodrine ot the Goſpel, but did Rill in 
part adhere to the aboliſhed Ceremonies of the Law,the Apoſtle would 
not have them rigorouſly dealt with, but would have them (as Beza 
ſays) Twrbas non moveri & benigne tolerari, in hopes they might come to 
have the truth turtherdiſcovered to them. And hereit is to benored; 
(as Mr. Corbet of Church-Unity, p 19, obſerves) There was a greater 
appearance of Reaſon (then, and in thoſe caſes) for deſpiſing, cen- 
ſuring, or offending others, than there can be for ſome Impoſitions 
now in queſtion among us, viz. on the one fide a fear of partaking 
in Idolatry, or of cy that God had forbidden, or of neg- 
lecting days that God had commanded, as they thoughts on the 0- 
ther fide a fcar of bng driven from the Chriſtian Liberty, and of re- 
ſtoring the Ceremonial Law. | | 

P. 14, 15. Where the falſe Apoſtles made uſe of | this pretence of the 'Le- 
vitical Law being ſtill in force, to divide the Churches, and to ſeparate the 
Communion of Chriftians ; tbere the Apoſtle bids them beware of them, and 
their Pradtice, Oc. 

The Apotile had a zeal for Truth, as well as Peace;z for the Do- 
Grine of Chriltianity, as well as for the Communion of - Chriſti- 
ans. | Mark thofe which cauſe Diviſions, contrary'to the Docrine—ÞP 
See Gal. 5. 1, 2: RW ta 1: 7 $003 '0174 8 

P. 15. To what the Dotor ſays there, I return: thus, To argue 
from an obligation lying upon the beſt Chriſtians to walk by the ſame 
o'? D Rule 
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' Ruſſe (which the Apoſiles laid down) to an obligation to comply 
with another Rufle ſet up, before it be proved agreeable to the Apo« 
fle- Rule, (to uſe the Doctor's Words, Power of Excom. þ. 14.) is a 
© thortneſs of D.ſcourſe, 1 cannot but wonder at. 

P. 16. I ſill endeavour to ſearch to the bottom of this dangerow 
Miſt tke, to which we owe ſo much of our preſent Diftratiions and 
Fears. 

Whether we owe more here to the neceflary diſſent, and diſtance 
of thoſe that cinno!t in Conſcience conſent and comply z or to the Willl 
of thoſe that force them to it, and to thofe arbitrary Impoſktions which 
arc indeed the Barto a full Communion, is the Quettion now, whic 
will at la(t be fully decided at God's Bar, The DoGtor once thought 
onr © Breaches irreparable, without retrenching all exorbitances of 
© Power, an reſt5ring thoſe Presbyteries which no Law hath forbid- 
© den, but only through difuſc have been laid afide. See the latt Page 
of his Preface. And whether are theſ. things done ? Whether (as 
ſays there, p. 2.) | the Church it ſelf be not made a Partition-Wall to divide 
the Members of it. 

P. 16, I ſpeak not of "the ſeparation or diſtin Communion of whole 
Churches from each other —— By whole Churches I mean the Churches of ſuch 
Nations —— 

Yer theſe whole Churches (as the Doctor calls them) are but parts 
of the Church Catholick. And the Doctor cannot hanſomely -deny, 
but the Church Catholick is primarily in God's intention, and parti» 
cular Churches (whether National, or Parochial) ſecondary and ac- 
cidental z © Becauſe of the impothbility of all Mens joyning together 
© (as he ſays) for the convenient ditiributionof Church-Privi 
© and adminiſtration of Goſpel-Ordinances. (But otherwiſe) If the 
* whole World could joyn together in the publick Worſhip of God, no 
© doubt that would be moſt properly a Church. See Irenic. p. 154,155. 
Now obſerve, if the matter ltands thus, as the Door hath fiated' it, 
then -cither particular Churches ought not to have different eliabliſhed 
Rules for Communion, ſuch as all good Chriſtians cannot lawfully 
comply with 3 (for it all could, all — to joyn together) or 
it any National Church (tor inſtance) hath ſuch a different eſtabliſhed 


Rule, therein it is guilty of making a ſeparation from the Catholick 

Church: but if any Members of it, hold Communion with-it fo far as 

they can, upon true Catholick Principles, though they cannor comply 

with the ſaid eſtabliſhed Rule wherein it goes beyond, ſuch cannor be 

july charged with ſeparation, Here I think, we have gaincda great 
out. 


Py 
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Or elſe thus, The Door hath nothing to ſay againſt the ſeparation 

or diſtint Communion of National though they have theie 
different Rules of Order and Government iſhed. Here he would 
not charge the one, or other with the fin of ſeparation. © As he ſays, 
Trenic, p. 65, *He muſt be a great in the ive Church, 
© that takes not notice of the great diverſity of Rites and Cuſtoms uſed 
* in particular Churches, without any cenſuring thoſe whodiffered from 
* them or if any by inconſiderate zeal did proceed fo far, how i'l it 
© was reſented by other Chriſtians. - As Viftor's icating the 
© Quarto-decimarii,tor which he is (o ſharply reproved by Ireneaww, who 
© cells him, that the primirive Chriſtians who differed in ſuch things, 
© did not uſe to abſtain from one anothers Communion for them: 
* xo y0tp, Or, as Socrates tells us, Thoſe that a_ in the ame Faith, 
* may differ among themſelves in their Rites and Cuſtoms as he largely 
© ſhews in a whole Chapter, &ec. And p. 66, 67, © We ſee the primi- 
© tive Chriſtians did not make ſo much of any Uniformity in Rires and 
* Ceremonies 3 nay I ſcarce think any Ch in the primitive times 
* can be produced that did exaQty in all things obſerve theAame Cu- 
* forms : which might be an argument of moderation in_all as to 
* theſe things, but eſpecially (N.B.) in pretended admirers of the 
* primitive Church. And fo he concludes with that known faying of 
Anſtin, Indignem eft, &c. 11's an unworthy thing for Chriſtians to-con- 
dermn and judg one another for thoſe things which do not. further us 
at all in our way to Heaven (as the DoQor3) or,which cannot render 
us more worthy, or unworthy to God, Now boe ſippeſits, and indeed - 
it is undeviable, it will follow, 1 ſay, it will follow, If Rulers do but 
once fay, That Miniſter and Congregation that agree- with the true 
Catholick Church in the fatne Faith, though they differ as to ſome 
Mode or Rires not neeeflary, (which their Conſciences are not fatis- 
fied in) are not guilty of the fin of Separation. And then what a 
charitable Word would that be ? And fo if I was with che Doctor 
now, I would be fo bold toask him, How he, and others of his way, 
that look upon the {in of Separation as ſo heinous, (as I think ſome 
would make it inconliftent with a fiate of Salvation) can poſſibly fa-. 
tisfy ehemfelves that they are not acccfary tothe ſame, not —__ 
deavoured to the uttennoſt, to-perſwade Rulers to ſpeak thatgoed 
Word, which would have prevented the fin and danger of fo many 
Souls ? Would they be thought ſuch as are wholly { by a private 
imereſt, and ſo unchaticable, that they care not what becomes of & - 
thers Souls, and fo carelefs of the Peace and Unity of Chriftians,which - 
they cannot but fay, is a Duty incumbent upon all,. ſo far as poſtibly 
= D 2 they 


(20) 
they can, to promote ? This Ilook upon, as a very healing Principle, 
pb it was more taught and improved,) That Chriſtians ho be 
looked upon as of the fame Communion, agrecing in the ſame Faith, 
and all that is neceſſary, though they vary ſomething, as to ſome Mode, 
and Rites not neceſſary, Particular National Churches may differ, as 
to theſe, without a Breach of Communion, and of the Peace of the 
Chutch 3 and why not ſome particular Congregations, within a Na- 
tional Church, if Men would ? I ſhould think, it mult needs be a very 
prepoſterous Courſe to prefer the meer accidentals of Religion and 
God's Worſhip, before the ſubſtantial parts of the ſame,or but tomake 
them equal, as they are at lealt made<qua), it we muſt not have the 
one without the other. 

P. 17. Here I agree with the DoQor, that the notion of a Church 
does not barely relate to Acts of Worſhip. And yet when he fays, 
If this beld true, the Church muſt be diſſolved aſſoon as the Congregation is 
broken np. 

Perhaps ſome may be ready to argue ad bominem, and put him in 
mind of his own Words (beforecited) If the whole World could joyn 
together in the publick, Worſhip of God, no doubt it would be moſt properly a 
Church. Yet would not the Doctor ſay, the Church was diſſolved as 
ſoon as ſuch Worſhip was ended. 

P. 17, 18. And if there be one Cathalick Church, conſiſting of multitudes 
of particular Churches conſenting in one Faith; then wby may there not be 
one National Church from the conſent in the ſame Articles of Religion, and 
the ſame Rules of Government and Order of Worſhip 7 | 

Anſ. 1. The Doctor will grant, a Catholick Church ſabſiſts by a 
Divine Law, and politive Inſtitutiog of Chriſt, ' And if he can ſay, 
and prove it, that the National Church of England,as it is now elta- 
bliſhcd, fo ſubſifts, his difſenting Brethren will thank him for it, 
They could never y<t hnd Epiſcopi b piſcoporum, Lay-Chancellors, &ec. 
Ordinary Officers in the Church by the politive Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
Now he tells us (Power of Excom. p. 6.) * That the Exerciſe and Admi- 
© nilixation of this Power bclorgs to the ſpecial Officers and Gover- 
*nours of the Church, none elſe being capable of excrciling this Power 
©of the Ci urch, as ſu.h, but they on whom it is {crled {N.B.) by the 
*Foundergt the Chuich it (elf. A: dp. 13, *I bac luppoſerhat Chiiſt 
© hath by a poſitive Law cliabliſhed the Government ot his Church up- 
© on Officers of his own appointment, which I have largely proved 
elicwhere (ren. par. 2. c. 2) Now lay this together with what he 
faith (Power of Excom. p. 17.) having occaſion to cite 1 Tim. 5, 17, 
«T intend not to prove an ofthce of Rulers dillinct trom Teachers trom 

; * hence, 


;/(-231-) 
© hence, which I know neither this place nor any other will do : And1I 
doubt it will follow that no Lay-Perſons can of Right-bave Power of 
Government in the Church, and that the preſent Conltitution is .not 
by the poſitive Law of Chriſt, 
2. I ſhall not deny a National Church from conſent in the ſame Ar- 
ticles of Religion, and Rules of Government, and Order of Workhip. 
Such a Church there may be: but then jt muſt be noted, fuch Articles 
and Rules ought to be agreeable to the eſtabliſhed Rule of the Holy 
Scriptures. And for any Church to make ſuch things terms of Agree» 
ment and Communion, which are not agreeable to that ſame Rule by 
which all Chriſtians ought to walk, ſome tell us it is a ſchiſmatical 
PraGtice, | And fo it may happen, that they that ſo far ſeparate from 
ſuch a dividing National Church, though they comply not with its 
eſtabliſhed Rule, may yet be found walking by the ſame Rule, in the 
true ſenſe of the Dotor's Text. And whether indeed it be agreeable 
to Scripture Rule, to ſet down ſuch terms of Communion, as would 
exclude any, that have a right to Communion, ler it be examined. Sce 
Tren. p. 122. *© Certainly the primitive Church, that did not charge . 
© Mens Faith with ſuch a load of Articles, as now in theſc latter Ages 
*Men are charged with, would much leſs burthen Men, with impo. 
* fing doubtful PraQtices upon them,as the ground of Church-Commu- 
*nion. Yea, but what if Junior-Churches think themſelves wiſer 
than the Primitive Church in theſe matters? Sce p. 119, 120, *Let 
* Men turn and wind themſelves which way they will, by the ve 
* ſame Arguments that any will prove Separation from the Church o* 
* Rome lawful, becauſe ſhe required unlawful. things, as conditions of 
© her Communion, it will be proved lawful (N.B.) not to conform 
© to any ſuſpected or unlawtul practice,xequired by any Church Govyer= 
* nour upon the ſame terms, it the thing ſo required, be after ſcrious 
and ſober enquiry, judged unwarrantable by a Man's own Conſci- 
© ence. And withal it would be further conſidered, whether when 
© our beſt Writers do lay the imputation of Schiſm, not on thoſe who 
© withdraw Communion, but on them for requiring ſuch conditions 
*of Communion (whereby they did rather cje& Men out of their 
* Communion, than the others ſeparate from them.) So then it is not 
ſeparation, it Men are cje&ted by others putting ſuch conditions 3 
* they do not by the ſame Arguments, lay the imputation of Schiſm 
© on all who require ſuch ——_— of Communion, and take it whol- 
©ly off from thoſe who refuſe to conform for Conſcience-ſake. Whercs 
unto he ſubjoyns the judgment of Mr. Hales, in his excellent (though 
little) Tract (as he fays) concerning >chiſm. He (peaking of - 
Schiſm 
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'Schiſm abont Image-Worſhip, determined by the ſecond Council of 
Nice, ſays, In this the Schiſmatical Party was the _ it ſelf (whom 
a little before he calls that Rout) and ſach as conſpired with it. For 
concerning the uſe of Images in Sacriz,” Firlt it'is acknowledged by 
all, That it is not a thing neceſſaryz Secondly, It is by moſt ſuſpeRed 3 
Thirdly,It is by many held utterly unlawful. Can then the enjoyning of 
the practice of ſuch a thing(ſays he)be ought elſe but abuſe? Or can the 
refuſal of Communion here, be thought any'other thing than Duty ? 
Thus the learned Hales, (lately reprinted with Miſcellan. p. 211.) fo 
then if there may be a National Church from conſent.in the fame Ar- 
ticles of Religion, Rules of Government, Order of Worſhip, it ſeems 
theſe ſhould be clear from ſuſpe&ed and unlawful things, that it incur 
not the cenſure of a Schiſmatical Church. 

P. 19. I do not intend to ſpeak of the Terms upon which Perſons are to be 
admitted among us to the exerciſe of the Funttion of the Miniſtry, but of the 
Terms of Lay-Communion. 

I confeſs. Sir, theſe are not to be confounded. You know my mind, 
by what I wrote about 17 years ſince, and at leaft have heard, what 
has been my praQtice. I could be ſatisfied to join in that Worſhip, 
wherein I could not officiate as a Minitter. You have had my Rea» 
ſons heretofore. But I conceive the matter which the DoQtor drives 
at in this Sermon, cannot be fully decided without a due conſideration 
of the caſe of the cje&ted Miniſters, which you ſce me led to towards 
the end of theſe Papers. 

P. 20. In the judgment of ſome of the moſt impartial Men of the Diſſenters 
at this day, although they think the caſe of the Miniſters very hard on the Ac- 
count of $ I and Declarations required of them, yet they confeſs 
very little is to be ſaid on the bebalf of the People,” from whom none of th-ſe 
things are required. $0 that the People are condemned in their Separation,by 

their own Teachers, 

' Anf. And would not the DoQtor himſelf have thought it an hard 
caſe with Miniſters heretofore ? See Irentc. p. 64. ©T am ſure it is 
* contrary to the primitive Practice, and the Moderation then uſed, to 
© {vſpend or deprive Men of their Minitterial Function for not conform- 
ing in Habits, Geſtures or the like. Was he ſure of it, when he wrote 
this, and can he be ſure of the contrary now ? Or would the primitive 
Church by no means have ſuſpended or degraded Miniſters for noc 
comforming in an Habit, or Geſture 3 did the Primitive Church * ne- 
© ver think it worth the while to make any ſtanding Laws for Rites and 
- * Cuſtoms that had no other original but Tradition, (as in Preface to 
Iren, p. 10.) and yet would it have been thought wor:b:the while then 
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to have impoſcd a great deal m——_ the uſe of an Habit, Geſlure, 
or old Cuſtom, things the lawfulncſs whereof might have been much 
more ſuſpected, and then fuſpead and degrade thoſe, that would not 
ſubmit unto them ? Surely, we ſhould have better thoughts than fo 
ot the Primitive Church. 

One thing had almoſt eſcaped me, (beginning of p. 20.) I will not 
fay, there bath been a great deal of Art uſed to confound theſe two, ( and it is 
eaſy 10 diſcern to #bat purpoſe it is.) But thus the Doctor in cfict ſays; 
what he ſays, I will not (ay, there hath been a great deal of Art uſed— 
As it being @zatty we caught People with guile, I it is not fo. Ag 
for my felt, many know what my Principle «nd Practice hath been. I 
have never uted any Art to draw off any from attending on the Mini» 
ſiry of the legal publick Preachers. At my firti turning out I did ſeri- 
ouſly bend my Studies, to ſatisfy my (elf and others of the lawtulneſs 
of joyning {till with the publ'ck Congregations,and thereupon I wrote 
on that Subject, and was willing my Papers ſhould go into the hands 
ot any that deſired them, not only Conformiſts, but thoſe of the Con- 
gregational Perſwaſion too, belides diverſe others, When the King's 
Licences came forth, I having opportunity (at that time in a Journey) 
to ſee and converſe with diverſe Miniſters in my Predicament, made it 
my Bulincfs where I came to perſwade to ſuch an uſe of that Liberty, 
as might give leatt offence to our Conforming Brethren. And ſtill to 
this day, I would fo time my work, as not to hinder others of any be- 
neht they might get under their Minifiratiov. And Ithink 1 may fay, 
the greatett part of thoſe that go under the Name of Diſſenters, or 
Non-Conformilis, ate of the ſame Mind, and do practiſe accordingly. 
I know many Minitters in one little Town (it we may call ſucha num- 
ber as four,a many) not one of whom would be employed there,while. 
the legal publick Preacher is officiating, but would rather chooſe to 
hear him. How many of us that have been almoſd 3$ years out of 
Place, that can appeal to God, the ſearcher of all Hearts, we have not 
uſed any Art to take People off from publick Miniſters by Law allow- 
&d, if they had any tolerable htneſs for Miniſterial Work. - No, rather 
we wilh, and ſhould be heartily glad (I hope) to ſce them more ſer» 
viceable, more fucceſstul, than ever we have been- Truly, I am more 
pierced with ſuchan uncharicable Inlinuation of the DoQtors,then with 
the dint of any of his Arguments. ; 

Yer I mult confeſs weare not all of a mind. Some do not think it 
lawful to join with /hem. Now ſuppoſe thera to be in an error, yet I 

ueſtion whether it would not be uncharitable to ſay, They uſe a great 
Geal of Art——aad it. is caſy to diſcern to what purpoſe it is. Et 
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they do, or do not, under thoſe apprehenſions” they have at preſent; 
is in the ſimplicity of their hearts. Poſſibly, another method chan hath 
been taken, might reconcile them to that Church\Communion, which 
at preſent they dare not own. , | 

P. 20, But how they can preach lawfully to a People, who commit a fault 
in bearing them, I do not underſtand, 

I hope, .it will be found neither unlawful for them to. preach (being 
true Miniſters ill) nor unlawful for others to hear them. But I am 
not come to that yet. At preſent I ſay but this, The DoGtor no doubt 
knows, | he hath divers that come out of other Pariſhes ordinarily to 
hcar him, which is a thing contrary to his eſtabliſhed Rule. Then do 
they not in his judgmevt commit a fault in hearing him? Then how 
docs he ſatisfy himſelf that he can preach lawfully to them ? I am ſums 
erg0 paresr, Now may not he and his Difſenting Brethren ſhake hands? 
It they are not warning their Hearers in every Sermon to take heed of 
the Principles, and Sin of Separation, is the Door in every Sermon 
he preaches warning the People to take heed of leaving their Pariſh- 
Church, and charging any that belong to another Pariſh to depart ? 

' P.20. I donot confound bare ſuſpending Communion in ſome particular 
Rites, which Perſons do modeſtly ſcruple, and uſing it in what they judge to 
be lawful; with either total or at leaſt ordinary forbearance of Communion 
in what they judg to be lawfud ; and proceeding to the forming of ſeparate 
Congregations, i. e. under other Teachers, and by other Rules than what the 
eftabliſhed Religion allows. And this is the preſent caſe of Separation 
which I intend to conſider, and to make the ſinfulneſs and miſchief of it 

ear, 

Tn verbs, queſo. Here is the ſtating of the caſe the DoRor hath 
determined in his Sermon, 

Here 1. I« bſerve, the Door ſeems to allow a- partial Sefarition. 
That is, *a bare ſuſpending Communisn in ſome particul:r Rites, 
* which Pcrſons do modelily ſcruple, while they uſe jit in what they. 
judg lawful, For which (becauſe he fays ſo little here) See Iren, p. 
117, 118, * withdrawing Communion from a Church in unlawful or 
© ſuſpeRed things, doth not lay Men under the guilt of Schiſm. Which 
© becauſe he knew it might meet with oppoſition from thoſe Men,who : 
© will foonce call Men Schilmaticks than prove them ſo, he there offers / 
© rcaſon for if, Now ſome modefily ſcruple a particular Rite, and 
Communion inthe Liturgy, as being impoſed : but what the Doctor 
will fay to that I know not 3 though this I know, he hath faid ſome-" 
thing that would ſecm to favour them And his ſo much commended | 
Hes fays, |'* Whereſoever falſe or ſuſpeted Opinions are madea yu 
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of the 4 Liturgy, he that ſeparates is avt the Schilanatick. Mio 
cellan, þ. 218. 

2. Methinks, thoſe Diſſenters (as they are called) that do ordina- 
rily hold Communion with them in God's Worſhip, © far as it is his 
Worlbip, ſhould not fall under the Ductors laſh here 3 though they 
have other occalional Meetings belides, 

3. A tora| forbearance of Communion with they, Iconfels, has a 
deep found, As if one would not have Communion with them at all, 
though ncver ſo fair an opportunity offered it ſelf, I would hope the 
far greateli part of the pablick Congregations in England may fill be 
looked upon as parts of Chiiſt's vitible Church, that have the ſubſtan». . 
tials of God's Worſhip, ſuch asat leaſt upon occaſion Chriſtians might 
lawfully join in, But if there be an ordinary forbearance, it is much 
what the (ame, as if it was total, with the Door. And yet indeed 
till more torbcarance and condeſcenhon is ſhewn, or better (atisfation 
given than I can find in this Sermon betore me, I mult forbear paſſing 
{o ſevere a cenſure in the caſe, as I fee others do, Yea; forme whom 
I hope to meet in the General Aſſembly at -lait, that would refuſe tg 
hear me tor that very cauſe the Dodtur ſpeaks of fometimes,cthat I own 
many Parochial Churches to be true Chutches 3 yet could I be ſatisfied 
up«n occalion,to join with them,having one that 1 could look upon as 
called and (eparatcd to the work of the Miniſtry among them. Though 
_ would count me a Fanatick for ir, yet 1 hope I am a Caths- 
CK, 

4. The Dodtor takes in a proceeding to the forming of ſeparate Congte= 
grations, i. C, unde other Teachers, and by other Rules than what the ota+ 
bliſhed Religion. allowe. Z | 

Now 1,, 1 would not underſiand the BoGtorſo, as it he was for a 
compliance with any Religion that is uppermolt, whatever it be, true 
or falſe, 1 do not look upon him as ſich a Latirudinarian, that would 
plead for Mr. Hobs his pu li-k Conſcience | of whom the report goes, 
that when ſome {crious counſe] was given him concerning his Soul, 
and his cverlaſting State a little before his Death, he (ware. It I was 
* at Heaven, what a fall ſhould I have? As it he would have tho 
World know, he lived and died an Atheilt, 41s vita, fins ita. ] 
But I ſhould do the Reverend Yottur a man felt wr ng, if afterall he 
has writtca againti the Papults, and tor the juititying of our ſeparation 
from Kome, I did ſuppoſe, that he would not be tor ſeparation in this 
caſe,ſhuuld the Romy eligion cver come to be eltablibed. He knows 
when under Arrian Biſhops, * many buth of the Clergy and People, 
© who xclolvee to adhere to the true Faith, withdrew trom the pub- 
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© lick Meetings, and had private Aſſemblies of their own, Iren.p 115; 
As he very wellknows what the renowned Hales hath written, p.230; 
231. © In times of manifeſt corruptions and perſecutions, wherein Re- 
* Higious aſſembling is dangerous, private Meetings, howſoever beſides 
* publick Order, arc not only-lawful, but they are of Neceſſity and 
* Duty ——All pious Aﬀemblies (in ſuch times) are indeed, or rather 
© alone the lawful Congregations 3 and publick Aſſemblies, though ac- 
* cording to form of Law, are indeed nothing elſe but Riots and Con- 
© venticles, if they be ſtained with corrupticn and ſuperſtition. So he. 

Sure the Dofor cannot think, as Mr. Hobs, that any Aſſembly, 
forbidden by the Civil Sovereign to aſſemble, is an unJawtul Aſſembly, 
that without his Authority a Church ought not to aſſemble, 

2. Therefore the Doctor mult be underſtood of forming Congregas 
tions under other Feachers, and by other Rules than what the truc 
Keliyion eſtabliſhed allows —., 

Now if this be theſtate of the caſe 3 1. Thoſe Congregations the 
Doctor aims at, are of the ſame Religion. I hope the Dodtor is not got 
ſo high asto place Religion in thoſe things wherein Parochial Congrc- 
eations differ from them, to make the things neceſſary. 

2, They doubt not but it isealy to prove, they have true Miniſters, 
fuch Teachers as the Word of God,the certain Rule of Religion,allows. 

3; And that they have divine Ordinances difpenſed, and no other 
Worſhip of God than the Word of God allows. Yea, I ſee an able 
Lawyer, in his Advice to a Juſtice of Peace, p.'5. concluding, that it 
cannot be proved other. Worthip than the ettablithed Religion (or the 
Liturgy and PraQtice of the Church of England) 2llows. 

4. And may it not be a Queliion, whether| they can properly be 
faid to ere new Churches, or to procced to the forming of ſeparate 
Congregations, who were true Miniſters, and! had their Congregati- 
ons before others came into their places? If|they had done nothing 
worthy of ejeQion, or excluſion from their Miniliry, whether they 
have not fiill a right to exerciſe their Function ? And conſequently, 
whether others may not as juſily be ſaid to draw away their People 
from them, as they are charged with the ſame PraQtice ? 

5. And whether if any Rules are eſtabliſhed to bar ſuch Miniſters as 
God hath allowed, and tending todeprive multitudes of Chriſtians of 
the benefit of his publick Worſhip,and Ordinances uf his own appoint- 
ment, whether ſuch Rules can be ſiritly binding, or whether they are 
not an encroachment upon the Authority of God and Jeſus Chrilt 

6. And let it be contlidered, whether if the poor Proteſtants now 
under the Power of France, who are deprived of their Temples, and 
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places of publick Worſhip, ſhould flec into England for the freevexerciſe 
of their Religion here , whether I fay, they ſhould be obliged inall 
things to ſubmit to the Eſtabliſhed Rule and Order among us, or clſe 
be held guilty of a finful and miſchievous courſe of Separation, not 
to be tolerated and endured ? 

7. If Forreigners ſhould be allowed a liberty of aſſembling for the 
Worthip ot Go, without being (trictly bound up to the preſcnt Rule 
eſtabliſhed (in all things )z orcenſured and taken for Separatiſts, why 
might-not the ſober, peaccable Chriſtians among us be allowed the 
ſame liberty, without being laid under that charge and cenſure ? 
Shall the Church of England think, that all her Charity and forberance 
isowing to (irangers , that ſhe ſhould ſhow none to thoſe, who are in 
ſome rc{pe nearer to her? | 

8, Whether it will not beſaid the eſtabliſhed Religion is the ame 
now, it was in King Edward the {1xth's days, when a Rubrick left ic 
to the diſcretion of the Miniſter, what and how much toread, when 
there wasa Sermon ? 

9. Whether there arenot ſome publick places, that are not very well 
ſatished with what they have done, and come not up ( in every pun= 
Qilio ) tothe eſtabliſh'd Rule? As ſome read not all the Common 
Prayer they are cnjoyned 3 ſome uſe not the Surplice 3 Some omit the 
Croſs inBapuſm3 ſome dare not put away any trom the Sacramerit 
meerly becauſe they are not ſatisfied to receive it kneeling. Now aze 
ſuch to be accounted ſearate Congregations ( in the DoCtor's ſence? } 
If it be ſaid, Though they vary a little from the eftabliſh'd Rule, yer they 
keep to their Pariſh-Chrrcher, and have Preachers Epiſcopaily ordained, 
and publickly allowed. 

Anſ. 1. The Aſſembly, not the place, makes a Chriſtian Conzre- 
gation. And ſuch ©. ongiegations were before Pariſhes were known 
in the world. The ditiribution into Pariſhes was only accidental, 
convenient but not of neceſſity. The DoGtor ayes, (Ser. p, 25.) * Af- 
© ter ſomeume ( but not till after ſome time) in the greater Citics they 
© had diltin&t Places allotted , and*Presbyters fixed among them 5 
© 2nd ſuch Allotments were called Titles at Rome, and Laxre at 
| © Alexandria, and Pariſhes in other places. And how Common 
is it inn London for men to go Ordinarily to other Churches and 
Miniſtcrs ? Now willit be faid, that ſuch ( leaving their own Pariſh» 
Church)make tc Congregations with whom they joyn,Separate Con- 

egations ? Beſides, there ſhould be no difference here, it.it mightbe 

the Non-Contormilt's would have it, they would be for preaching 


in Fariſh-Churches to chuſe, it they might. | 
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2. W the meftof them were Ordained by Presbyters, yet that inva- 
lidates not their Ordination Trex. p.379.After Epiſcopal Government 
* wasſettled in the Church, yet Ordination by Presbyters was looked 
* on 23 valid, And p. 382. Biſhop Bancroft himfelt (as is to be ſeen in 
Spntſwwood ) would not have it called in queſtion, An Acquain- 
eance of mine being upbraided with it, that he was ordained by none 
but 2 company of Presbyters, quickly returned thus 3. You were 
ordiined by a Biſhop, I was Ordained by many Biſhps together, 
and fuch Biſhops as may be proved Scripture Biſhops, But there are 
fome ancient Men; yea, {ome that are younger tog, who had Epiſcopal 
Ordination. And may it yet be Gaid of theſe, that they are other 
Teachers, then the Eftabliſhed Religion allows ? 

3. It they arenot allowed, that is the thing in queſtion, whether 
Men have. power to forbid them to preach}, and exerciſe the office 
of the Miniliry, who have beenduly called , and fet apart to it, and 
have not deſerved degrading from it ? 

10. If Men have power to eſtabliſh Rules; |excluding from the 
Miniltry thouſands, not to be excuded by. any Rules Jaid down in 
God's Word, whether the Church be not left in a Woful caſe, who 
by ſuch means may be deprived of all, *or the greateſt and ſoundeſt 
part of her Miniſters, and conſequently of God, Ordinances at mens 
pleaſure? When about 2000 Miniſters are ſyppoſed to have been 
turned out together , what if all che Miniſters in place had been of 
the ſime Judgment , not ſatished of the lawfulneſs of their ſub- 
mitting to the Eſtabliſhed Rule, if thereupon they muſt all have laid 
down their Miniſtry, then how fad a ſtate had Multitudes of Chriſtian 
Congregations been lete in , even as Shcep having no Shepherd ? 
Can we think that Chriſt has Icft his Church at fuch miſcrable un- 
certaintics, at ſuch a loſs, that ſhe ſhould have no Miniltcrs, if Rulers 
ſay at one time, there ſhall be no Miniſters butuch as declare thcir 
aſſent and conſent to ſuch forms,:and modes of! Worſhip to another 
Book befides the Bible, and all things contained in it ? and at another 
time, None ſhall be Miniſters, but ſuch as declare chcir aſſent and 
conſent to the utter aboliſhng of all forms? It| thouſands of his Mi 
riiſicrs ſhall becut off with a Rule for Conformity on the one hand, and 
as many cut off with a Rule againſt it on the other hand ? 

5. Take notice here what the Dotor ſayes elſe where, ſo he would 
have ©no penalty inflicted, till it may be ſeen whether they diſobey 


© out of wilful contempt and obſtinacy of ſpirit, not only out of weak-- 


© nefs of-Conſciente and Diſſatisfa&tion concerning the things them- 
* (clvess Ard if it bz made evident to be cut of contempt, yet that 
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* only ſuch penalties be inflicted as anſwer to the nature of- the 
© offence, Iren. p. 64. And p. 42. As for the derivation of the power 
* znd authority of the Fun&ion (of the Miniſtry ) that is from Chriſt. 
* But for the Adminſtration of the FunGtion, two things belong to 
© the Magiſtrate: Firſt, to provide and take care for due Adminiſtration 
*of itz and to (ce that Miniſters preach the true Dotrine, though 
* he cannot lawfully forbid the true Dottrine to be taught;and that they 
© ducly adminilter the Sacraments, though he cannot command them 
*to adminiſter them otherwiſe then Chriſt hath delivered them down 
© to us. Secondly, in caſe of male-Adminiftration of his Fun&ion, 
© or Scandal, rendring him unft for it, it is in a Magittrare's power, it 
* not formally to depoſe, yet to deprive them of the liberty of ever 
© exerciſing their function within his Dominions. But I conceive, 
the Doctor will be hard puttoit, to prove the ezeted Miniſters 
guilty of ſuch male-Adminiltration, or Scandal, for which the Magi- 
{irate might juſtly deny them the liberty of exerciſing their FunQion 
within his Dominions. If it be within the Magiltrat's power to 
forbid Minifters Preaching true DoQrine, and duly adminifring Sacra- 
ments, without any cauſe rendring them unht, the contcquence 
would be very ſad, as was ſhewed before: if it be not within their 
powcr, then ſuch may go on inthe exerciſe of their Miniliry not- 
withſianding Mens command to the contrary. And if ſuch are not 
diveſtcd of their ofhce, they have authority to exerciſe it ſtill, as they 
ſhall have opportunity. As' the Doctor ( in his ſeveral Conferences, 
Pf. 122, ) tells us, He feould not imagine that any Perſons would 
* ſuppoſe -the Chriſtian Church would allow a validity of Orders, . 
© without lawful Authority to ufc and exerciſe thoſe Orders, And 
P. 123. Canany Man be fo ſenſle(s to think——(And p. 133.) ©the 
* Church never allowed one, but it allowedthe other alſ9? It you ſhould 
reply, that the Door. ( p. 140. ) ſuppoſeth, it may be actually 
taken away by the cenſures of the Church, My Anſweris, Yet I 
hope the Doctor will not ſay, that the Church hath an unlimited 
power here, that the may ſuſpend , degrade, and defpoſe whom the 
pleaſerh 3 but that ſhe muli have juſt ground for proceeding to ſuch 
a cenſure, He that before boundeth the Magiſtrates power (as we 
ſce before ) would not have the Churches power lett unbounded. 
If the Church bath power to cenſure, ſuſpend, and depoſe the bad, 
for Scandal, Hereſy, Idolatry, it will not follow,that (he hath the like 
power to ſufpend and depoſe the good too ( when ſhe pleaſeth ) 
tor non-compliance in things ſuſpeQed, if not unlawful. This would 
be a power tor DeſizaRtion, not for Edinhcation. A power to Akt 
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efainſt the Fruth, not for the Truch ; Such a' Power as the Apoſlles 
would never claim, or exerciſc. | 

11. Then what if they be found ſuch Teachers, ard to worſhip 
God in ſuch a way, as truc Religion doth How ? What if an human 
Con!'iuution eltablithed, aHow not ot thuſe, who are allowed of by God 
-in his Word ? , 

12, Let it be conſidered, whether it true Miniſters of Chriſt are cat 
-out by ſu.h Rules as are not warranted by che Word they are not 
thereby necttiitated to have difſin&t Congregations or to lay aflide their 
Miniltry; whi.h niay not be lawtul for chem to do ? I would do the 
Dotior no wrong, but acknowledg, ac dittin.guiſherh betwixt Non- 
Communion in unlawful, or {uſpc&ed Rites or Praftices ina « hurch, 
and cntring into diſtin Societies tor Worthip. | Now mark what he 
Aays, Irenic. p.123, 124. * Thi+ I do cot affert to be therefore lawful, 
* becaulc ſome things are required which Mens Conſciences are unſatis« 
© hed in: Unleſs (N. B. } uthersprocicd to eject and calt them wholly 
© out of * ommunion on that account, in which caſe their ſeparation is 
* neccflazy. —Here it 1 can underitand the Doctor, he grants Scpara- 
tion neceſſary, entring intro a new and diltin&t $o-icry for Gud's Wor 
ſhip unavoidable, when Chriltians are wrongfully ca i out for not.con- 
forming to a Chur h in unlawtul or ſuſpected Practi-es. And I can 
tind nothing ia his ' onferences (p. 170. or elſewhere) to take off. or 
retract this Conceilion. From whence by a Parity of Reafon, I chink, 
it will follow, that when Minllters are wrongfully eje:ted, and catt out 
of their publick Minittcrial Station fo: not conforming in unlawtul or 
ſuſpected Practices, their having dittinct Aﬀſcmblic+ b-comes necc[a- 
ry, at lcalt, if there be any nee +of their Minitfry. Antl whether this 
be not the preſent caſe, I would leave it t' indifferent, unprejudiced 
- Minds to judg. When alſo the Canon irſo fao cxcommunicateth all 
Lay ai? Clergy who lay they take Coriurmity to be Sin. 

Now I proceed on with the DoCtor. 

P. 21. But that I may do it more convincingly, I will not make the differs 
ence rider than it #8. 

This 1 like well, as tending to Peace and Union. Andit is his Ad-. 
vice to his Diſſenting Brethren (Serm. p. 5%.) |Not to inflam? the Pe ples 
beats, by making their differences with the Church of England to appear 
greater than they are, Now I heartily with, he may follow his own 
Rule, Surely, we agree in far more and ereater matters, than we dif- 
fer in. We are one with the Church of England in all the neceſſary 
points of Faith and Chrillian Practice, We are one with the Church 
of Eng/and, as to the lubſtance, and all ncceflary parts of God's Wur- 

lhip, 
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ſhip. But we differ as to certain accidental Forms, and Modes, and 
Rites, which the Church of England cannot ſay are neceffary, and ap- 
pear to us as things at leaſt to be ſuſpeRed, and yet they are obtruded 
and impoſed with as much rigor and ftrineſs, as if they were molt 
highly neceſſary. 

P. 21, They generally yie!d, that our Parochial Charches are true 
Churches, | 

Anſ. They cannot yeild that all Pariſh-Churches are true Churches 3 
or every Pariſh-Prieſt a true Miniſter. Are there none in place fo la- 
mentably ignorant, ſo wotully idle, fo looſe and groſly profane, that 
the Doctor would be aſhamed to own, as Perſons ht to be truſted with 
the diſpenſation of God's Holy Ordinances, and with the care of pre- 
cious Sou's ? Now will the Doctor allow them to have private Aſſem«: 
blies in ſuch places, under found Teachers, where otherwiſe their 
Souls are in danger to periſh tor lack of knowledg ? 

Ibid. They do not deny that we bave all the Eſſegtials of true Churches, 
» true Dofirine, wwe Sacraments, and an implicite Govenant between Paſtors 
and People, 

They will not grant ſomuch of all Pariſh-Churches. Are there none. 
in place unable to teach, that Know not ſound Doctrine? Are there 
none that teach corrupt Doctrine? It there be but one,or never ſo few 
blind Guides 3 if but one Heretick, Socinian, &c. or never fo few of 
them 3 they are too many, But I doubt it may not be ſaid, there are 
none ſuch, no, not one. And are there none brought in quite againſt 
the Peoples conſent ? and is there yet an implicite Covenant betwixt 
ſuch and the People ? 

2, It may ſo happen, that Churches which have all the Efſeotials of 
true Churches, may ſet. down ſuch terms.of Communion, as ſome. 
cannot ſubmit to without Sin. [In which caſe it may be no Sin,to ſe- 
parate from true Churches. Non-Communion-is no Sin, where one. 
cannot have Communion without Sin. 

P. 22. . Who could have imagined otherwiſe than that — they ſhould have. 
joined with us in what themſelves judged to be lawful, and in many caſer @ + 
Dmty ? 

What they judg to be lawful,| and in maby caſes a Duty,. will not 
prove it a neceflary Duty at all times, and out . of thoſe caſes which. . 
make it ſo, 

Ibid. Scarce any of their Preachers — come ordinarily — 

If Preachers come not ordinanly to the publick Congregations to 
hear, ſuppoſing they have a warxantable Call to preach unto others 3 
there is this to be (aid for it, which the DoCtor hath, (p. 31.) = | 
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which may be a duty in one caſe, WL it comes to thwart a greater Duty, may 
be nine. | 
Ibid. 4nd this is that which at preſent we lament, as a thing which ung« 
woidably tends to our common ruine, if not in time prevented, 

It feems 1\ ruine comes upon us, thoſe ſeparate Congregations he 
ſpeaks of, niutt have it laid at their Doors. But'it we were convin- 
ccd, that * the Unioi. of the Church hes more in the Unity ct Faith and 
* Aﬀcction, then in Vnitormity ot doub:tul Rites and Ceremonies (as 
the Ductor hath the exprethon. Irene. p. 121, 12 .) and focould learn 
to cxcrciſe more Charity and mutual Forbcarance towards each other, 
and no more bite and devour one «nother, both might be preſcrved in 
Peace, and gur common ruine prevented, WV hethes the tolerating of 
Religious Aﬀemblies, that differ not trom the ttated publick Congre- 
gations in any thing that is neceſſary to Salvation, or efſential ro a 
Chrittian Congregation, when both may be looked upon as Chriltian 
Aſſemblies,when God is truly worſhiped in both or the ſupprc thong of 
them that differ only in ſome Mode of Worihip,& Kires nor neceflary, 
tcndeth more to the ruine of Reli jon, ſeemeth| nut hard tor ſuch as 
are unbiafied to determine, Hath nothing been done in thoſe more 
private Aſſemblies t-» ſecure and promote the ive Intereti of Religion ? 
Hath nothing been done there to prevent Peoples running into danye- 
rous Errors? Might we not have had gre-icr F locks of Quaxers, &c, 
had not many been fayed in thoſe Aﬀſembles? Have not Quake-s, 
Anibap ilis, &ec. en reaſed moſt, when theſe Afﬀemblies have been 
molt difiurbed, when Men have been mott zealous to diſperſe and 
ſuppreſs thum ? Hath nothing been done there tv prevent the Growth 
of Popery ? 'See the Morning LeQtures againſt Popery, As the £j\Eting 
of ſo many found Teachers and thrutting them out of their Pulpits 
did foro doubt the hunting ther out ot their © orners would very 
much pleaſe, gratity and encourage the common Enemy, It che Do- 
Ctor thinks, it was better that none of that Worſhip was pertormed to 
God, and that Souls had noneoof thoſe means and helps there, than 
that they. ſhould not have all juſt zccording to the Liturgy ot the 
Church of Englund, this is a thing I would lament. On the other hand, 
it ſeems 2 little firange to me, how they do ſeriouſly lament our divili- 
ons, whoare yet tor keeping up the Wall: of Partition betwixt them 
and us. What could we do in compariſon of them? We cannot for 
our Livcs ſubmit to ſome things required. It ſhould not be expected 
from us, unlets they would have us lic'and difſemble with God and 
Man : but if indeed they wouid have us one with them,they may plead ' 
ard, that no unnccefſary burthen ſhould be laid on us, which we can- 
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to do any t difference 
among us. As the Con-Non and any well fact 
fied > A the Church will never enj bat \-- > © 
tholick terms, which-the terms of ome a are not. 
Yet let not our Hearts be alienated from thoſe with whom we muſt 
profeſs. to agree in themain 3 no, not though(t ſome 
. pointe) their Hearts ſeem hardned againſt us., P "gh 
ome time paſt have done much to take away the cauſe” of our © 
ferences: but theſe differences maſt continue,and our common 
takes advantaze at them 3 as it ought My | "5 1 en res noc 
prejudice our minds againſt our Religion, abou we! 
( the difference bong but about certain bavcr An Addicaments' to 
it 3 ) And they that boaſt ſo much of their unity, have (we ki ow! + 
great differences among themſelyes. As about we Fe, 
the Churches Infallibility ( the very Corner-{tone ig this Fabejck, 
which, ſhould hold all together”) they are not yer Ber = © eo 
lace it, 
Y P. 23. But you. may ark, What then are arethe | of the + hagpcer 
aration : ——That conſcientious Meg can in ſuch 4 pres of affairs perſiſt 


in ſo obſtinate and eſtrufHive ds courſe of Separation ? 
Here are hard words indeed, 'that' BY I ſhould not have t 


would ever haye dropt from. the Dofor's mouth or Bur 
pers Mutantuer — How jultly it is ce int the Bad ſence 
of the word) and whether it deſerves thoſe Epithetes the Doctor hath 
beſtowed op.it in this Sermon, as ſinful, Miſchievous, Wilful, ObRi- 
nate, ;ÞeſtruQive Separation, is to be conſidered. As the DoRtor 
( infdren. p. 146.) grants, there was a leſſer , and an higher ſort of, 
or freater Excommunication 3. ſo methinks ifhe would needs have it 
tion, yet there was $0 neceſſity for him to aggravatcit, asif 
there was.no difference bttwixt a neceſſirated,” and- wilful, obfiinate 
tion. There may be a finful Separation , that {s.not to be. 
* wilful; obflinate Separation. Much leſs doth that which is ne 
deſerve to be {o called. The DoRor hath told as, (Iren. p. 108.) that 
we muſt not * Judg”every thing to deſerve the name, which is by 
* inany called. Schiſm, That term being (asthe Learned Hater fayes) 
© but ! Theological ſcar-crow, as it is commonly uſed. * Schifm then 
© ( ayes the Door ) as it imports a Separation from Communion 
witha Church-Society, is not a thing intrinſecally and formally evil 
© in it ſelf; but it is capable of the differences of good and evit ac- 


© cording to the grouads, reaſons, _ and Circumſtances inducing 
*ro 


' 


\ 
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2 be vg The withdrawing from Society is but the 
ty of, 


*t6 ſuch. | . 
© materiality of Schiſin ; the | fornality of it muſt be fetched from the 


Now to the groundson which theſe diſtindt Societics are built.z, They 
are not the ſame with thoſe on which the Separatiſts heretofore went. 
The Separatilts held the publick Congregations to be. Babyloniſh Syns- 
gogxer.TheChurchot Dae Sodom and Egypt to them,an Whorilh 

Idolatrous,no true Church. They held our Minifters to be Antichris 
ftian,both their Entrance into, and excercile of their findion Antichri- 
flian. They held that ſet-forms of Prayer were Abomiinable' in God's 
ſght. They held there was no truly conſtituted Church upon earth but 
themſelves, and thoſe that might be found of their way,CWherein th 
were like the Donatiſts. ) On ſuch grounds as theſe they ted, 
which che preſent Non-conformilts do not hold. Now if the fo 

of Schilm, or Separation muſt be fetch'd from the grounds of it, then 
does not the Poctor forget himſelf (Ser. p. 33.) yin 0 they not 
do. the very ſame things, and in the ſame maaner,, that the others do ? How 
comes it than to be Separation in ſome, and not in others ? 

Thus inthe negative, thoſe diſtin& Aſſemblies the DoRor would 
batter down, are-not built on the fame grounds, that the proper 
Saparatills ſtvod on. Now, .. 

2. I come to ſhew poſitively on what grounds I conceive they 
may land. - Ev que nou profunt Singwla, junds, juvant. And if any 
of them proye firm, So fax what is built upon, the ſame wilt ſtand 
$999 , Whoſoever calls -it a Miſcheivous and Deſtructive piece of 
work. 


1. The Teachers (T ſuppoſe) will ſay, as the ON Non«confor- 
milts, 'C Grave Confotat. p.. 35.) We defire to know, by what war- 
rant they can be agcounted to.be no Miniſters now, that have given 
no juſt cauſe of Deprivation, - fince the time they were ſo Sufficiently 
called to the. Migiltry.”** They think, it is not in Mens power to de- 
grade them from that office, without juſt ciuſe. «They have their office 
and Authority to Preach the Goſpel from Chriſt, Epb. 4 11, 12. They 
were not made Miniſters , pro tempore, And the Do@or hath not 
proved that I can ſee, that they have given. Juſt cauſe of. Deprivation, 
And then it would feem, they have Authority from Chriſt ill to 
preach the Truth, which none upon carth can lawfully deprive them 
of, Fuller in his Abel Redivivus, tells us, that Bradford (aid, If God 
hould deliver him out of Priſon, He would Preach fill, though ſe- 

cretly 


- 
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(('s5) 
cretly, is the times wonld permit him: And that Bilvey aftte his Re 
rantation, and repentance tor/ it, Preached firſt privacctyin; Houſes, 
and then in the fields, till he was dppetherided and taken to-Prifos. 
And fo the' Old Non-conformifts whee tfilenced by (the 1 Biſhops, 
ſcrupled not Preaching in private Houfespor in another Divcels, whene 
they could be admitted; as their practice tbewed: ir 50 17h gs 


2. The Teachers think there is great need of their' ſervice and 
pains ftillin Miniſterial” work , as well as when they | were in place 
Sure, there is work enough for all the ſober Contormilts, and Non» 
conformiſts too. - Indeed if they can find nothing llc: to do, then te 
fill the people with greater Prejudices again Communion wich the 
publick Congregations (a thing Jaid to their charge. —— ) for ought 
I know; it would beas wall; if they wonld for ever their peace, 
And ſol hope the Dotor is miſtaken as to that, having been Milmfors 
med : or however, that there are not many ſuch, Bur generally they 
are-berter crployed, Sure 1 arm , that many Nonconformifts have 
indeavoured,: and have been the 'means tokeep many-to che publick 
Congregations, and to , keepap in them z dur eftcem of | ſober con» 
fortnable Preachers, who otherwiſe ih al like thood bad been quite 
turned off, - Le 4 | WEN 

But if indeed they 'aim at the ſameend, the Glory of 'God in the 
Salvation of Souls, ( which there is no Miniſter of ' Chriſt , thatwr 
derfiands his work, and hisfaithful init, bmr'ddfignorh, and defirecth 
the promoting ot ) fhall their Brochren quarrel with thom for this? 
Or would the Apoſtle Pal have done it , who when ſome Preachel 
Chri& even of envy and firife, yet did, and would zejoyce however 
that Chriſt was Preached, * Phil. x, 15, 16, 18. But I hope, it cannoc 
be thought of theſe without uncharitablencſs, but that they preach 
Chriſt of good will; And methinks , 'it had been: berrer '; if 
the Door, before he fo ſeverely Cenſured and-Confenmad their 
Practice , had fiaid to ſee all the Churches in London, &c. provided 
of ſadh Miniſters - and of fath fore of them to0, that there'was: no 
need for any to repair to their 'Old Minilters, and others Hke' them; 
that they could ftand for no more then -Cyphers. But 'when dl1'the 
Patiſh-Minifers,are-not near Sufficient for {o Populous a -City, when 
ſuch as deferve encouragoment in their Places(3s Lam informed) Have 
full tions,can the DoGorfeyintber ſadncfs,that it was betcer 
for all the zeſt ro be unteupht, then to'betenghe by ſuch o& 86 not 
conform? Are the ſouls ofTuch ME PR rrT more vvlue, but that fr 
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is fit to deprive them of the ordinary means of Salvation, urileſs t 
can have them, and will be content with them juſt-in ſuch a wy 
And is'it -better that they ſhould not worſhip God together at all, 
then that they (ſhould not-do it juſt in ſuch a way, as yet, would-not 
make the Worſhip more acceptable unto God, nor more Profitable 
to -themſclves, while they could not attend on it without much dif- 
ſatisfaQtion , and therefore probably not , without moze diſtraction 
ſhould not the ſence of their Duty ( having been folerinly devoted, 
and ſet apart to the office and work of the Miniſtry ) together with 
the neceſſity of ſouls, engage thera to hold on in their Works not-in ops 
poſition to thoſe in place, but as Fellow-ſervants , lending them 
the beſt aſſiſtance they can? How dare theydo other , when they 
think of that account they have to make to their great Loxd 'and 
Maſter, —_— Men be angry at them, though their Fellow-ſervancs 
will not thank them for their pains ? | 


3. As for thoſe N nforming Teachers in London, who with 
their Aſſemblies ( as 1 fppoſe) were eſyecially in the Doctor's cye, 
and under cenſure here, it is not unworthy of conſideration how 
loudly many of them were called on to theix more ſtated Work, and 
ſolemn Meetings , by God's Thundring Judgments of Plague and 
Fixe ( as I remember Mr. Baxter takes notice, in his Plea for Peace ) 
when many Conformable Preachers thought the ſervice too hot for 
chem.and left it. And how the Lord was pleafed at that time to own, 
and Encourage them with his preſence, and ſucceſs in their Labours, 
I think ſhould not, and hope will not be forgotten. Neither can I 
wonder, if many then wrought upon, fear to forſake the means which 
God did fo fignally own, and bleſs to their ſouls, leſt a worſe Plague 
ſhould come unto them, leſt the Lord ſhould be provoked again to 
ſend Meſſengers of wrath to them for their fo ill entertaining of thoſe 
Meſſengers of Peace. 


4. Further,as concerning the People that aſſemble with ſuch Teach- 
ers, they may have ſuch grounds as theſe. That there is an antecedent 
Obligation on Conſcience to aſſemble together on the account of Chri- 
ſtianity, whether humane Laws command, or prohibit it. (As the 
DoGtor hath an Expreſſion ſomewhat parallel to this,in Power of Excom, 

. 12.) And that they are not (o (tritly contined to their own Pariſhes 
y the Law of God, but it they are not provided tor at home,they may 
and ought to look out for their Souls abroad. That ſome Pariſh-Churchey 
are not ſufficient tocontain all, nox halt of the Paziſhioners, that all 


j cannot 
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| (37) 
cannot hear, if they would, and 
Hrbid theix going toanother Rs & i NYE, 
not to be owned as:Migittess of. Chant.  - Ther 
Guides, as they that would go right,” may 
like the falſe Prophets of old, that, 
Arine ſo unſound, that it is dangerous 
asif they were the Miniſters of ; gs their Wits hen pervert, and 
mifapply the Holy Scriptures, and ſet. themſelves to. irengthen, the 
Hands of the Wigked, and to; make the Hearts, of the Rights fd 3 
that inſtead of perſwading Men to follow after HolineG, x 0 | 
it down; And of the People are excommunicated 7 Icft- 
aſtical Courts, and as th:y judge wrongfully, for ſuch t as will 
not bear ſuch a cenſure, And ſome again look upon themſelves as 
excommunicated ipſo fatto by the Eccle l Cas And fuch be- 
ing wrongfully catt out of Communion with the Farochial Co 
tions, by what the DoQox hath granted (Ireaic, p, 124) arc nec 
ſitated ito ſeparate, and join with others drm Arg them the 
priviledges which by the poſitive Laws of their xight, thus 
unavoidably becomes their Duty. Again, BRIE judg ic their 
cleave to their old Miniſters. They are not ſatisficd, , that that 
which turned them out of their Livings and Pulpits, did, or could 
quitenull their Miniliry,and immediately deſtroy the Relation betwixt 
them and their People. They-were lawful Paſtors before, apd had 
done nothing that they know worthy of fgrading $p and” deprivation, 
and þ for ought they know, they are rightfully MIL what they. were 

- before. Hence they make it aqueſtion, whether thoſe rote 
or ſuch as without any conſent of theirs, and the P tred into 
their charge, be the Encroachers ? And whether Pe £0 that, quite de- 
ſert their old Minitters, or they that fiill adhere to them, do b d hr > 
They doubt not but ſuch are true Minilters of Chrift Bill, 
hath qualified, and called to the Office, -and whoſe Miaiy up 
—_ and bleſſed with ſucceſs, and fiilldoth. They dare, not but 
own chem as Miniſters of Chriſt, and cannot but bewailit as 2 Sin of 
the Times, that they have been, and are ſo much. difowned. 
conclude, that if they are true Miniſters ſtill, it is their duty till to 
preach the Goſpel, as they have x camp and con pub that : 
may. be the duty of ſome to hear them. Again, Mg 
may be ſorne have met with that which the DoRor faith ( w-109) 
upon the Queſtion, © Whether in a time when Churchesare di 
© be a Chriſtians duty to communicate with apy of thoſe Parties w 
* divide the Church? —A caſc not hard to be decided (Gayshe) — By 
*ycrtue 


act a, 4 1 Hou 
xcrz) Obligatio N itabinton/ fe k bewnteoads 
| Wrgorogn 4 cither he” hath. joyned 
erly with'© em,” of (H6t)—It he be joined aheady wich 
*that'1 ' ard ſees ri6-other-but a5 impure as that, be is bourdt> 
© declare | theja)putity Church — Now they will chidk 
this Rule, or Advice bf the DoQtor's imprafticable, that they ſhould 
__ againſt un ; roperity of OR__ and ef aarmge 1d Commu- 
nion with it 5 for if they jndg any of its impurity lying in the Book of 
Cormon-Prayer, hep Ars harh provided, thet whoſoever declares 
againift it; ſhal] be chr'off immediately Fromm her Communion.” So/Canon 
4. ſaith, Wholbever ſhall hereafter affirm, that the Formof GoBs 
Worfhip it the Charch of England, 'eftabliſhed by Law, and contvined 
in the Book of Comtnoh-Prayer and Adminitirationof Sacraments, is 
a corrapt, ſuperſtitions, or unlawful Worſhip of 'God, or comainerth 
, any thing'in it that is repugnant to the'Serrptures, 'let him be/excom+ 
municated ipſo fatto. © Thus fuch would be excommunicated forth: 
with by the Sentence of the Churchin her Canons, without" aby need 
of furcher Sentence in her Courts: how then can a Man 4dcclure apain 
the impority of the Church, and yet hold Communion with het? And 
further they may think, it follows from the Doctor's own Words,that 
if a Man fees another Church not fo irpure, (and that comes nearer 
ro'the primitive Conftitarion, as p. 110.) he ſhould chuſe to join with 
that Churth.. But here it may be the Door would fay (as Confer 
rences, Þ. 148.) © Thete are many things in it | his Fenicam ] which if 
< Dr. Stilling fleet were to.writenow, he would not haveſaid ; for there 
© are ſome things which ſhew his Youth, and want of due Confidera- 
© tion : others which he ycilded too far, &c. And I am content: that 
this ſhould'not be admitted without due caution, and conſideration, 
that it ſhould have ſome limitations. But thus you have ſome-of :the 
grounds, whereon theſe diftint Aﬀſembſicsftand, Et valeant quantinie 
valere debint.. | 


And when the DoQor aggravates the Crime, that it ſhonidbe this 
ſin ſuch a juntture of Affairs, | methinks, it might have been expected 
of him, having ſuch a zcal forthe Churches Peace, and an happy/U3- 
nion, that he could be contented to be made @ Szcvrifice, if thereby be meight 
tloſe up the Breaches among us (as he ſays'm Epiſt. Dedic.) 1 ay; it might 
have been expeRed, that in ſach a junQureof Aﬀairs when he preach- 
ed before the Parliamefit,, he would puat'in fotrie good Word, for-the 
taking off thoſe unneceMary Impolitrons,” whicthrare indeed the "Apple 
| of 
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""P. 03. hen he peaks frm Mpotpen ; 
it ſurvive the deſtruction of the Church of 1) 
I doubt not, his mcaniag is,that it would not ſurvive. bete: 
us. But if by the Church of England, -he meanerh; the, Chuach 
the preſens Forres, and eſtabliſhed Rule: (av. his word is :1) cas"! 
could be no alteration of that, mithoutthe deſtruction. of the: 


Re I would only-bave theſe twoir cnquired a 
I ING net ts Protciiant Ret is England ry 


without, and before this fabbihed Rule (which was fince tis Major 


ſty's Reſtauration?) many Years we were without any. ſuch Rule 
bliſhed. And whether the Proteſtant — bers pork 


in other Countries, GAY Hole v4 


P. 24. The Doctor citeth Mr. Baxter there, bb FA hs 
of 1 thall take little notice, concluding that he will anſwer for himſelf; 
unleſs ic be judged that the Dotax is anſwered already in whit iswiit- 
ten, In Sacrilegious Peſertion, Flea for Peace, and Tay to Gone, ; 


P: 25+ 4nd what Grand cam they hve #6 ſpare and divide theſe 


Churches Z— 
Pexhaps they may be. ready-/$0- xetgrt here, Dr. Mamer's Ghnech, 


Ms. Calamy's Church, &c. before Awg,'24. 62.. were trac Churches, 
and what ground had.others to: ſeparate and divide;thole; Churches ? 
Not ſuch as arc neccilitated to withdraw, but they thas force theo 


it, axe the great Churchodividers, tbiws 39 
40 es eva 
P. 26. It 3s poſſible, at. firſt, a opym ne mae 
than could meet in one Aſſembly for Warſhip,. 


So particulax Congregations ſeem I in Nature, Conſtituent J 
as Families bcfore Cities,, and Kingdomes. Yet 1.aminot againt a 
ſub-ordination of. Particular Congregations unto theig' Authoricy as 


regularly conjoyned ,,- and ——_s it I aphGrgs —_— 
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P. 27, Why then ſhould | vl ru 
when by that means they may apo} pins ey 


.auoid the Scandal of breakgng the Lame 4 , 


: (49) | 
Put their” corfeitnces tell them, that Family-Worſhip is not all che 
Worlhip' God:irequires. -'And7 the Dofor himſelf - has cold them 
( Tren. p. 109. ) Every Criſtian is under an obligation to -joyn\in Chanch- 
Society with otherr. And as touching the Scandal of breaking the 
Laws, that Able Lawyer btfore Praiſed ( whoſoever he was ) -tells 
them that the words of-the Law cannot with reaſon and Charity be 
underliood and confirued, as intended againſt a real truly Chriſtian 
exerciſe of Religion ( p. 3-) His reaſon is, Becauſe I fulp:& (ayes he) 
tat\ſuchan Interpretation would make the Statute a Nullity (N; B.) 
init (If; for” that all Caſuifts; Lawyers and Divines do agree, That 
every Law: made againſt the Law of God, is null ( iſs fads ) as to 
ny obligation of Conſcience. 'And: how harſh would 'it be -( as 
he! ſayes ) to make ſuch a conſtruRtion- of the words, "If any 
perſon or perſons above the number . four ; ſhall worſhip God truly 
and ſincerely in other manger, ; &c. ſhall incur the Penalty of the 
AQ, 6 | | 
*P:;- 27, 28, The Doftor would make the world believe, that it is 
paſt 'controverſie, when - the Apoſites 'planted -# Charch , they: put 
the- ſame under the care and government of « Biſhop and Presbyters: 
Whether he thought ſo when he wrote his Irenicam, let any man of 
reaſon read and judg. He had not then diſcovered any ſuch diſtinion 
of officers, in the Jews Synagogues. And this he lays there © asa foun= 
© dation(p. 239+)that the Apoſiles in the —_—__ Churches did ob- 
* ſerve the cultoms of the ewes Synagogues. For he cites Grotins, Totiems 
© Regimen Eccleſiarum Chriſti conformatum fuit ad $ ynagogarum rar; 9, 
withothers. And(p. 252.) All order is not power-nor power juridical, 
© nor all juridical power a {ole power, therefore it is a meer Paralogiſm 
© in any from order to infer power, or from a Delegated power by con- 
*(ent,to infer a Juridical power by divine rightzor laſily,from a power in 
*commnon with others, to deduce a powerexcluding others. All which 
© they are guilty of, who meerly from the name of an Archiſynagogus 
* would fetcha perpetual neceflity of Juriſdition in one above the El- 
* ders joyned with him,8&c.And 1 cannot ſee that what is here faid, did 
either ſhew his youth, or want of due Conſideration, Methinks, it 
is. very way ſpoken, not unbecoming a DoGtor of the Chair. 
And ſce what he ſayes.,( p.276.) * As tothe matter itſelf, I believe up- 
© on the ſirifteſt enquiry Medind's judgrent will prove true, That 
Jerome, Auſtin, Ambroſe, Sedulius, Primaſins , Theodovet , L 
© were all of Aeris. his Judgment as to the identity of both name and 
* cxder of Biſhops and Presbytersin the primitive Church, &c. 
If I thought this would not ſuffice, you ſhould have 
| more 


__ How few of his 
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pk ; youll gra yo— ak 
recon Hoh rips ( as Mr. 4 ayer broke emi » 
Pag, 29 Tbs dba wh orter cr Itics 
find two things very pla in them. 1. That the notionof a Charch was 
nds the whether of Died oe 5 oft vers 
4 not time to over 
ancient Canons now : but if we look over all the Books of the New 
Teſtament, we ſhall not finda Dioceſan Church there. "The Doftor 
could find no ſach in the Text, A, 20. 28. Take berdro your 
jou (ſpoken to the of the Church of Epheſus, v. 17.) x 
ty EN CY I £MOKSTYS | 
which the DoCtor improves againſt our Congregational Ray | 
(C rd; But 1 cannot ſee how it makes for Diocefans, who 
are for one ion one Bop: whats Ter het ens 


SE "RE Doctor would he tn a fountain, And 
= increaſe © ng rye: faith; ( Irenic. 
p. 374.) Ni can be more evident, than aroſe not = 
vine inſtitution, oh from Paſtivs and Exchfſticl Low! Gee And 
Church-Government, we ra mt ipatranfparng tr ar 

we Biſlep in & whole nation, many Citres with- 


many eat ae poli Biſhops 


od few Diveſermhere hoy were fl continued. Wie 
Ri - ny ie ſbould be an Apoſtolical cn ings 
þ ery hk bh, I be font adi gs 


of a Cherch, were Now- 1. The DoQtor ſet- 
.. ting this down with grant, when fault Yer hor 

found with the Dottrine of a Church, are natto- 
be condemned of Schiſin. 2. If he will allow of ſeparate Meet- 
ings when the Doctrine of a Church = correpeed, by 2 parity of 
reaſon, he ſhoald allow them, if the W : and 


then there may be ſome other account and i | 
Meetings, belides that which the Doctr hr etl ore . Yet - 
w 


\L4azJ 
will not ſay, that any the leaſt.corruption in Worſhip, or Error. in 
Podrine 173 ground for ſeparaion;-though ir our ant 20-the 
leaſt error, or approbation of the lealt (rio by required, ay. . 
a condition of having communion, that will warrant Separation. 
2. Sometimes Biſhops were ſet up agault Bilbops, and each party 
ſtriving for their own, would not have communion with the other. 
This 15 that which Cypriaz calls Erigere Alrare contra Altare, as the 
Learned Hales ſays, ( p. 222, ) In which caſe it might happen, that 
neither part were free from the guile of Schiſm, | 4. The Dottor 
cannot ſay, of his diſſenting Brethren, - that they affect ſeparate 
Meetings; but indeed aredriventothem. IK is ng, jay to.them) to 
be in ſatu ſeperato: . but they do, more delire, than hope to have 
dividing terms and. impolitions taken away. I could with a_due 
comprehenſion was offered them, totry whether they affect ſeparate 
Meetings. 5. If the DoCtgr ſhould look over the ancient Canons uf 
the Church again, [ ray rape queſtion whether he can find ſuch. 
things impoſe e Presbyters, as are: now im Without 
FE eh hes might not exerciſe their M 7 
P. 29.50 the Followers of E ius Sebaſtenus, who withdrew from 
the publick. Congregations on pretence of greater ſanitity and purity, in 
Paphlagonia, were condemned by the Council at Gangre. } Yet hetells 
_— 4 65- oy CE you w , opngas Euſtatbius 
Sebaſtenus for making 4 neceſſuty of diverſity. o tt, among Chriſtians, 
for their profeſſion, ty TlWw «0x4, A. worthy pretencg of rh 
ty and ſtritneſs., But indeed the Council had more to ſay to. Er 
{{acbixs and his Followers, than that which the Doctor takes notice 
of: As is tobe ſeen in the ne pref to the Acts of rhat Conn- 
cjl, (Carranza. p.65, &c.) They condemned Marriages, and 
hexgupon wany Womenleft their own,,Husbandsz and Husbands 
ook their Wiyes, profeſling continence, which when they could 
not retain, they committed Adultery. - Indeed they: deſpiſed com- 
mon Garments, and took up new and, range habits. . Strange 1n- 
deed, while the women went 1n,mens Apparel : yea, they dcut 
their hair like men, and-placed-Religion in theſe things to boo, 
This and, moreisto be ſeen there. Their errors both in opinion 
and. prattice were. very groſs, which the Cqunciltakes notice of; and 
condemns. ; | ; £31 
Ibid. Sa-were thoſe who ſeparated. from their Biſhops, though other» 
wiſe never ſo ortbgdox, by Council at Conftagtinople, and the Caun- 
cal at. Car J If I hadtime to-ſearch, L make no- doubt but 
the caſes of thole condemned would be found valtly different from 
the 


4 


ab 
> 


the caſe of the preſent Non-confarmiſts, . 

crime they know of, aud then; condemued for afle® 
when others have caſt them out ſore again their wi 
tor knows haw long Chryſoftowes F | es. 
from communion with the Biſhops, and he would not com- 
mend the act, yet be ſpeaks {mall, and leaves it doubtful, /renic.p.1 10. 
But he was ſatisfied to clear Fetyme there, who ſuſpended communi- 
——— Bat ſych a-Council as thought 

Chryſeſtome deſerve tabe depoſed no doubt 

the | grim nk non fe LN . An 

if what Socrares relates of them be true, that they fet the Church 
on fire, which ended not. there, but allo butnt down the Senators 
Court, ſuch an aftion none can juſtifie. But bleſſed be God, our 


Diſſenters cannot be_ juſt cherpel with och turval ; neither 
wil they be foandhe mentharſe Charch cn bee, 4 

+29» Doctor Hay? practice ; | 
red to the Novyatian rags he there actapath Be. 


— 


not remember one 
quity, wherein ſeparating from Orthodox Biſhops, and 

ſetting-up Meetings without their ty, a” 
was arquuitted from the ſin of Schniſm. ] 1 would- turn that, © 


Mr. Baxter, (Sacrilegions Deſertion, p. 45.) Prove if you c 

that on uſt 24, 1662, they 4 , £2 

Churches diſſolved on any reaſen, which any Churches for fix bug- 

dred years after Chriſt would own. | 

 - I only add this, that admitting whatthe Doctor would have here, 
it will unayoidably follow, that it is poſſible the Church may ſut- 


fer moſt under Orthodox As if aSet of theſe ever 
happen'to takea diſtaſte agai ing, and ſo injoyn only the 
reading of ſuch Homilies as they ia Churches, and 


ſach order, that if any Miniſter preached, the Officers ſhould 
him down; now 'if it would be the fin of Schiſm. to ſet up 
Meetings without their authority , and againſt rheir. conſent, 
might it not be better for the Church thar chey were Hereticks, and 
for impoſing falſe Doftrine, whereby Miniſters and People might 
be excuſed in their ſeparation. | 

P. 30. The Doctor ſeems to allow of the ſeparate Mectiogs of 
the Joamites, or Followers of 'S. Chryſoſtom, after his Baniſhment, 
and the coming in of Arſacis, they being unſitisfied in his choice - 
but this he thinks far from juſtifying Spano Pres, 

2 an 


L 44] 
and people from mays frptg me + when they do avree inthe 
rat ne But the Doctor might have given it a ſofter term, 
than” [| willfl ſeparation. | Arſecrs had governed the Church of 
Conſtantinople before Chryſoſtom, ( as Socrates : ) ſo the people had 
trial of both. They were not ſatisfied with the depoſing of Chry- 
ſeftom, or with the coming in of Arſacizs. So are many uſatisfied 
with the putting out of their old Paſtors, and with the manner of 
the: coming in of their Succeſſlors. Might they ſee thoſe Miniſters 
reſtored to thoſe publick places, the world ſhould ſee then they 
were not for ſeparate Meetings. Aecriores boe ſecnlo inter 
Doltores bites ſuernnt, quam _ ante ( as Hottinger. ſecul. ſeu cap. 
$-ſe&t. 1. p.238. 255, 256.) T here were ſharper contentions among, 
the Teachers of the Church in that x than ever. Jerome writes 
againſt Ruffimu. Epiphanims gr out with Chryſoftom, be- 
cauſe he would not condemn Origen's Works. Ferome and Auſtin 


had a great conteſt about the Apoſtle Pan ing Peter. L, 
| Biſhop of Alexandria, and rs perf ee" Cotes one _— 
And a Council depoted Chryfoſtow. Here was fad work indeed : 
when the Guides and Paſtors of a. Church divide, and go ſeveral 
ways, Schifms cannot beavoided; but let them look to it, that are 
thecauſes thereof. | 

P. 0.31. As to what follows there, I am of the Doctors mind, 
that lve ſhould not be for breaking all in pieces, if we cannot haye all 
to our mind, and as we judge to be.moſt agreeable ta the Scripture- 
rule. But this makes nothing againſt thoſe who could ſubmit to a 
Form and Model of Government, they judge not agreeable to the 
primitive Plat-formz provided they be not required to profeſs and 
declare contrary to what they believe, and to practiſe what they 
doubt of, which in them would certainly be a fin. And would not 
Diſſenters generally bear with the practice of others ( for peace- 
ſake.) might they be diſpenſed with, as to their own practice ? 
where it would be no fin for others to diſpenſe with them, but it 
would be a ſm for them to praCtiſe what they ſuſpect to be unlaw- 
ful. This the DoCtor ſhould have conſidered. - And I would fain 
know, whether the like can be ſaid-of thoſe Schiſmaxicksof old, 
who ſeparated from their Orthodox Biſhops. 

Ibid. It is moſt certainly our duty to preferve peace and unity among 
Chriſtians, and it is impoſſible ſo to do, if menbreak, all orders tn pieces 
for the fancy they have taken up of a primurive Platform.) O that it 
was ſeriouſlythought on by thoſe who are ſo ready to charge others 
with breach of Peace, Unity and Order , that it 1s their duty as 
| well 


C45] 
well to do what in them lieth to promote the fame: Then is it not 
hit ayes © Re OE INOS 
terms ? may pleaſe themſelves in talking for and unity; 
but how can weever hope for peace in the Church, while unneceſſary 


things, to ſay no more, that to many conſcientious men ſeem unlaw- 
ful, are enforced as if they were highly neceſſary? | 
Such Orders are the cauſe of our Di z and were better bro» 
ken, and-laid aſide, than kept up.. - 


P. 31. Jtis 4 great faxlt. among ſome” who pretend 
Co duties, that they have ſo little regard to compar ative duties : 


ours in ſome caſes to keep up their own Rules and Orders, yet 
it not ceaſe to be ſo when it comes to thwart a duty? - Ang 
is it not a greater duty to ſee that God's Worſhip be kept up, than 
to keepuptheir own Orders? And if all the Conformable Mini- 
ſters in London are not enough to inſtrult the people there, is it not 
a dnty to ſuffer Non-conformiſts to preach, ( who cannot, dare not 
conform ) rather than becauſe of their not conforming, - to hinder 
ſo many, who might be . getting good by them ? If God will have 
mercy, and not ſacrifice ſometimes; ſhould not rhoſe thar profeſs to 
rule for God, be rather for no Service-Book, noSurplice, ec. than 
that many ſhonld have no publick Worſhip, no Preaching, none of 
God's Ordinances diſpenſed to them? Thos may not the Gover- 
nors of the Church ſay, applying the Doftors words home to ther- 
ſelves : Can we think that a daty lying upon us, which in our Circumſtan- 
ces makes a far greater duty impratts ? ls itnot more our duty, 
to take care, that the people may have ſound doctrine taught, 'and 
the way of Salyation held forth rothem, and that they worſhipGod 
as he bas commanded; than that we fo ſtiffly ſtand for our own Ce. 
remonies, with other things, that he has not commanded ? 

P. 31, 32+ —_— ng Chriſt and his Apoſtles have charged more 


upon the conſciences of ſtians, than ing to preſerve peace ard 
md ——_ Chriſtians ? ) If this aſl rt all Chriſtians, 
then I hope, they are concerned in the charge, as well as others. 
And then how do they ſtudy to preſerve the and unity of the 
Church, that lay the ſame on things , and ſuch, where- 
in it cannot be expected, that all good Chriſtians ſhould ever agree ? 
Opinionum diverſitas & opinantium unitas non ſuns «odor, With- 
out the ſtrift impoſing of ſuch things (which men either haveno. 
power to impoſe, or however might iafely ——— 
am 


which may be a duty in one caſe, when it comes to thwart « great= 
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J e.) wemi ſooner be at peace, and agreed. , an TL. 
mpote,) 2 br rg it is-a0 leſs a duty.to indeayour|topro» 
mote Faithand Holineſs, thay to ſtudy to preſerve Peaceand Unity, 
The wiſdom that is from - is firſt pure, then peaceable. If 
peace cannot be had, without the loſs of truth and purity, without 
offering violence unto, and defiling conſcience, there is no remedy 
in this caſe, but we mult be content to bid farewel to . But 
indeed that is the beſt and ſureſt peace and unity, which is founded 
in the truthand- purity of Religion. And I ſhould never bope for 
an happy peace to be obtained by ſuch a method and means, as have 
no tendency to Holineſs, but would debauch the Conſciences of 
many. As1 ſhould greatly wonder, ſuppoſing all the Non-conſfor- 
miſts in England did now off from all Miniſterial Work for 
peace-ſake, if that peace could be bleſt, which would bringa-curſe 
with it to the ſouls of many, thus deprived of the ordinary means of 
grace and knowledge. | 
Pag. 32. When the Doctor ſays that [ For the ſake of peace anid 
unity we are commanded to praitiſe meckneſs, humility, patience, ſelf-de- 
nial, and ſubmiſſion to Governors. | It mindeth me of apallage in 
Mr. Corbet, Church-Unity, p. 56. * The Conſcientious thatare wil. 
© ling to bid high, for peace, ( yet) cannot reſign their Conſciences 
©*ro the wills of men; ' and humility and ſoberneſs doth not oblige 
« them to aCt contrary to their own judgments out of reyerence to 
© their ſuperiors; they cannot help themſelves but their ſaperiors 
& may. With which take along that which the Door hath, ( Ire- 
nic. p. 118.) If it be ſaid, that men are bound to be ruled by their Go- 
vernors, in determining what things are lawful, and what not * To this it 
5s anſwered, firſt, no true Proteſtant can ſwear blind obedience to Church» 
Governors in all things. It is the higheſs Uſurpation to rob men of the 
liberty of their judgments, &c. And fee more to the purpoſe; p. 1 19. 
Ibid. As nothing tends more to unite mens hearts,” than joyning in the 
ſame Prayers and Sacraments ;, ſo nothing doth more alienate mens affe(ti- 
ons, than withdrawing from each other into ſeparate Congregations. | 
And therefore the Doctor did well to propound it from Mr. Hales 
( Irenic. p. 120.) As aremedy to prevent Schiſm, to have all Liturgies 
and publick Forms of Service ſo framed, as that they admit not of parti- 
cular and private fancies, but contain only fuch things in which all Chri- 
ſtrans do agree. Andtillthen asmuch mutual forbearance and chari- 
ty as can be, ſhould be ſhewed towards one another. And why 
might not the Congregations of Conformiſts, and thoſe of Non- 
couformiſts bear with one another, as the Churches of the Jews, 


and 


| LE! 
and thoſe of the Gentiles wereto do; that might happen to he di 
ſtinct in the ſame City. AvstheDodor ſays, Trenic« p: 237.) 1 diny 
wor bug at the meeting of Paul and Peter at Jeruſalem, when they obſtre 
ed how God did bleſs the one moſt in the Cirexmciſion, the other in the Un 
circumciſion, there was an agreement between them for the one t0 ly out is 
pains chiefly upon the Jews, and the other upon the Gentiles ;, did-i1s yy6- 
bability where they met in any City, the one gathered a Church of the Few:, 
and the other of the Gentiles. And what apiry is it, that Conforntifts 
and ROMs w1 ma = _ at the ſame-endas che 
ropagati | , cannot agree; that 
Dk any decarrhes on to the beſt advantage, ' oasto/gainthe 
more ** They that havetheir heartsalienated from their Brethren, 
. that jumpnot with theminall things; -1 are more zealous for 
ſetting vp a party, than for promoting the true lntereſt of Chriſti- 
anity. 1 would love and honour ſober, ſerions Conformiſts, as 1 
doubt not there are many ſach, whoſe Religion lics not all in an 
outward form, - and Cerenionies. And thought be no X 
tional Man, yet thougt# Tknow many of them could not be 
to joyn with fuck as | am, Iwonld not that and affe&tions 
ſhould be alienated from them, who I believe do many of them-fins 
cerely ſerve God in their way. ' And I think they do better, than 
ſuch as would hinder them frony ſerving God atall, unleſs in a way 
that is contrary totheir Judgment; of ſach as would yield to mens 
will againſt their own judgmentShere. gt. 
P. 32 Which temprs ſome to ſpiritaal pride, and ſcorn and' contempe 
of others. 7} OF which fo far asany of us are guiley, + wifhwemay 
ſee our fn, and be aſhamed. To-ity and pray for others, whom 
we may think\out of the way in ſomethings, were a great deal fir- 
ter for Chriſtians, than to ſcorn and contemn them. © And if we fear 
there is too 'much formality in many,” have wenot' cavſetotefletton 
our ſelves?” How flighty dead and formal atewe oftenin holy du- 
ties? -If - we ſuſpett” fome- corrupt muxrures-in poblick Worthip , 
tave-we” not” cauſe-to lookthome, and'to'behimblet?” Isthere no 
mixture ataflof pride; hypocriſie,- or workdly diftrattingthoughts, 
with our Retigi ——— | Fo falls, / aid 
P. 33, — And provokes s to lay open the folles, 1ndiſereti- 
ans, and immoralities of thoſe apr to renal xy fray: TIEFK- 
ality above their proven} > por ped ara bs fo'much 
urityand ſpirituality above others, and yet are griilty of plainim- 
Corilicles, for me let them be laid open. ”- Fhave to Piead 
for them. But I ſtiould have fomuch charity for the r, _ 
Q 
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he would be very tender, how he laid open the weakneſſes of ©: 
thers, to expoſe Religion it ſelf to ſcorn. As hefays ( Anſwer 
to ſeveral oe, I yore (Trey 7 ca ow pine 
calons, and the real expreſſuns of piety, t et# of ſcorn ;ſron ? 

1 wiſh thoſe that have guilty this way, could ſee their erroc 

and recant. 

P. 33.—For they ſay that cauſleſs renouncing communion with true” 
Chnrches is Schiſm, eſpecially if it be joyned with ſetting up Anti-church- 
es unwarrantably againſt them ] For this Mr. Baxter iscited (Way 
of Concord,part. 3. ch. 1.ſet. 40.p. 13.) And itisa wonder how the 
Dottor could oyer-look what follows C in the ſame Page, ſcft. 43. 
The greateſt and commoneſt Schiſm 6s by nay Laws and Canons, which 
cauſleſly ſulence ters, ſcatter Flocks, decree rhe unjuſt Excom- 
munication of Chriſtians, and deny communion to thoſe that yield not to 
ſinful, or ay ill-made terms of Communion, &c. This was ſp0* 
| ken of before. They ſay, ſome, after breaking and robbing an 

Houſe, or the like, the better to maketheir eſcape, have cried out 
_/ a5 loudly as any, Tura the Thief, turn the Thief, The Papiſts 

cry out againſt us as Schiſmaticks, when they are the Schiſmaticks 
themlelyes, 

Ibid. This is not dealing with us with that fairneſs and ingenuity which 
our former Brethren uſed; for they avow the fall of ſeparation, 

z: to be ſinful, theſe owning it to be ſinful have no other refuge left bus to 
the fatt, which is evident to all perſons. 
he Doctor had been newly before muſteringhis Forces againſt 

thoſe of the Congregational Way ; I am glad to ſee them part fo 

fairly, that after all he can call them Brethren. Here now 
he is charging thoſe of the Presbyterian Perſwaſion, or ſo repu- 
ted. . And he chargeth them home, that they deal not with that 
fairneſs "and ingenuity as others. And yet 1 queſtion not, but he 
had newly before the penning of this Sermon, read Mr, Corber; for 
he takes notice of his late Piece .} whom conſult ( Of Church-Uniy, 
p. 30, Cc.) It is no Schiſm, as he fays, but a Duty not to adhere 
£0 an unity of extersal order ſo ſet and urged,as that it tends tothe 
deſtruction or notable detriment of Faith aud Holineſs, which are 
theend of all Chnrch-Order. The meansare good in reference to 
their end, and muſt never be uſed in a way deſtructive to it. So 
he: and does not Reaſon and Religion bork ſay the ſame ? ( And 

P-33- 34.) © There is a great difference between inimical Separa- 

*rion, like Sedition in, a Common-wealth, and Segregation upon 

* neceſſary cauſes without breachof Charity. —Fhe icope here- 
| of 


$ - 


{ 


(a1 


of is riot to'ſet up Churches againſt Churches, but either occaſional 


and temporary Aſſemblies, or at the moſt, but divers Churches di- - 


ſtinguiſ their ſeveral places of Aſſembling, or by diverſity of 
nd wie: as the a amy _ of Foreigners _ in 
London, are diſtinguiſhed fromthe Pariſh ches. Now may not 
others ſay, that the DoCtor dealeth not here with the fairneſs and 
ingenuity, which might have been expected, to take no notice 


But methinks, this is a tnaryellous ſtrange thing, that they ſhould 
be repreſented asnot faix.and ingenuous, for not being ingenuons. 
Is this a fault in ther, that they are unwilling to make their differ- 
ences with the Churchof E por wind pre than theyare? A 
fault which the Doctor himlelf afterwards ( p.'56.) adviſeth them 
to take heed of, And it is good advice. So methinks he ſhould 
forgive them this — r is this a fault in them, that they are 
at no further diſtance from the Church of England ? | hope the 
Doctor cannot think ſo. Isit not an argument of their tender- 
nefs, candor and ingenuity, that they ſoreadily acknowledge what 
is good even in thoſe they differ from,that they are for narrowing 
the difference all they can? This the DoCtor would have. 

P., 33- But fays he, the fat of ion is evident to all, 


For do they not do the ſame things, and in the ſame manner that the others 


do? How comes it then to be ſeparation in ſome and not in others? | 
Shall I tell you how it comes about ? Why, thus; becauſe what 
they do is not upon the Separatiſts Principles. And therefore in- 
deed it is not in the ſame manner. A meer local ſeparation cannot 
pow them guilty of a ſinful ſeparation. The DoCtor cannot but 
, that one Pariſh-Meeting 1s locally ſeparated from another. 
Nor will it be proved by their meeting in private houſes, and more 
obſcure places, when they can have no other. For ſo did ſome 
Pariſh-Miniſters after the dreadful Fire in London, 1666 : whom 
yet I know the Dottor would acquit from the ſin of Separation. 
But he tells us alittle before, © They preach when and where it is pu 
bidden by Law. | Then it ſeems the DoCtor holds, thatthe Law 
muſt determine what is Schiſm and ſinful Separation, and what is 
not. And then methinks it follows, that if they were not forbid- 
den by Law, their praftice would be lawful, not a ſinful ſeparation. 
Now what a good and charitable Law would that be, that would 
immediately deliver ſo many honeſt, well-meaning men from the 
guilt of ſinful ſeparation? And here what the Lawyer ſays, runs 
in my mind, ſcil. [_1f the worſhip in it ſelf be evil, it is intolerable in 
four 5, if good, fourſcore cannot makg it evil, ] H But 
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But the Door adds, © They worſhip God, and adminiſter Sacra 
ments by other Rules, and aſter a different manner than what our: Church 
requires. ] Now to this I. would fay, either ( as the Lawyer, who: 
in ſome things ſpeaks alſo like a Divine )) their Workhip is not to 
be accounted after adifferent manner: as our Sayiour taught his Di- 
ſciples to pray, Matth. 6. 9. After this manner therefore pray ye, &C. 
And ſowemuſt think, their Prayers, At 4. 24. &c., were according 
to the Lords Prayer, agreeing for matter, though they uſed not 
the very words. Did the Diſciples of Chriſt pray in any othcx 
manner than according to the LordsPrayer ? is his queſtion upon it, 
p, 5- Or elſe 1 would ſay, their worſhipping God, though after a 
different manner from that which the Church of England requires, 
will not neceſlarily -_ them guilty of Separation. They may 
worſhip God according to Scripture-Rule, and after that manner 
which God allows in his word, though not juſt after the manner of 
the Church of England. Or elfe laſtly, it muſt be ſaid, that Fo- 
reigners coming tolive amongſt us, ſhovld be counted Separatiſts, 
a French Church, or a Dutch Church Separatiſts, if they did not 
worſhip God, and adminiſter Sacraments juſt after the mode of 
the Church of England : and ſo likewiſe ſome Parochial Congrega- 
tions muſt be in part guilty of the {in of Separation, not coming u 
fully to thoſe Rules, and that mode of Worſhip which the Ch 
of Englardhath enjoyned. 

P.33. They ave very unwilling to confeſs a Separatidn, becauſe they have 
formerly conzemned it with great ſeverity;, and yet they do the ſame 
things for which they charged others, as guilty of 4 ſinful Separation. ] 
Here the DoCtor leems a little uncharitable in hiscenſure.. ' They 
cannot ſee, nor hath the Doctor proved, , that what they do is the 
fame with what they condemned, Ir is their grief, that they are 
driven to any courſe, which may at all look like ſeparation. But 
who drivethem toit? They dare not decline their duty for fear 
of mens taking offence, and counting it ſeparation. The Learned 
and por, Hales ( Of Schiſm, ot. p.230.) grants Religious 
Aſſembling heſides publick Order, in ſome caſes, not only lawful, 
but of neceſſity and duty. And there 15 not a little to be ſaid for it 
in the preſent caſe. And ſuppoſe another Order and Government 
{cttled by Authority, and thoſe things injoyned, which would bear 
as hard on their party, as theſe do upon Dillenters, I would have 
better thoughts of ſome of them, than to imagine, that they would 
therevpon wholly lay down their Miniſtry, that whatever need 
therc wasof them, they would not keepupany Aſſemblies for God's 


Worſhip ; 
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Worſhip; becauſe the times did aotallow it. If they were inthe 
Ye cennancnh, ejected by authority for Conorry: as athers 
Nonconformirty, if they would look ypon it as ſinful ſeparation, 
7 wo any more as Miniſters, 1 am mych miſtaken in ma» 
D 
'p 33, 34+ For the Aſſembly of Divines urged their diſſenting Bre- 
thren to comply with their Rules of Church-Government, and oY 
thens with Schiſmif they did it not ; whereas they only deſired to enj Te 
liberty 4s to their ſeparate Ty mg 45 5s now pleaded for by our 
dfſenting Brethren.) Thoſe for Accommodation, Printed 
1648, which the Doctor referreth unto, L have not, neither know 1 
how, or rhare60 procure Ham Boiegl . But | have thisto ay : 
1. 1 ſuppoſe hisdillenting Brethren think. there is more Scripture- 
Warrant for the Rules of Charch-Government offered by that Al 
ſembly, ;_ can yr we, the vor ay lng now. gy 
was Very KIAnge, wWno pro | not 10; 
ſeeing they were generally Conformiſts before (very 
excepted.) Other Churches, with whom they had conpelponr 
dence, took them not for Knayes, nor Fools. what the 
@or thought once of ſuch a Rule of Government as is eſtabliſhed, 
may be ſeen, ( Irenic. p.414,415-) The Epiſcopal Men will har 
Fae Toe Eliot ne nl ST 
es conſiſting of many fuxe egations or (bip, c 
of one perſon, &c.— Then all ſuch things muſt be retrieved which were 
onably of 6p primives prattice, but have been grown out of wſe 
through the length and corruption of times. Such aret fd 
Presbuteries of the ſeveral bes, as the Senate to the Biſhop ——The 
contrafting of Dioceſſes into ſuch a compaſs as may wr for the perſangl 
4nſpettion of the Biſbap ——The conſt ant preaching of the hs par Sq* 
lenmity of Or dinations, with the conſent of the People ———T he employing 


of none  j Church matters, but the Clergy. Theſe are things wn- 
queſtionably of rhe primitive pratiice, and no argument can be drawn frogs 
the ns Hong things, why they are not as much, if not more neceſ- 


ſary than ever. And therefore all who appeal to the prattice of the prinu- 
is Church , muſt condemn themſelves, if they juſtifie the neglet# of 
f . 

2. Let us ſuppoſe that Aſſembly too rigid in their principles, that 
cannot -aſtifie or excuſe others who go beyond them. 3. Whate- 
ver was diſputed in thoſe times, no ſuch rigour was then practiſed. 
1 ſhould think, the DoCtor can ſcarce ocges ah. that many of 
our Pulpits were open both a, | Congregational 


2 


C52] 


& preach with us,, And how many Epiſcopal Men that in thoſe days 
held their Livipgs ſtill? And ſome well known to beſo, who had* 
the hands of Presbyterians to help them into Livings : - And how- 
many of theſe, who would have judged it a lamentable thing, had 
{uch a Rule been ſet up in force, that. people muſt have beeaun- 
ravghr, and as Sheep without a Shepherd, rather than haveſuch as 
wereof the Epilcopal, or Congregational Perſwaſion . to be their 
Guides? The Worceſterſhire Agreement,and Cumberland and Weſtmer- 
land Agreement with others,and ſome that were never Printed, may- 
beat witneſs how willing they were to have the aſliſtance of their: 
Brethren { though of a differing perſwaſion as to Church-Goyern- 
ment, &c. ,) in that work, for which all their Forces united were 
too little. 

P. 34. They thought no-perſot! was to bt indulged as to any error or ſcru- 
ple of Conſcience, but with this proviſe, that in all other parts of Worſhip 
they joyn with the 46-#.4m4Y wherein they live. ]} Then will the 
Dodtor plead for them-ſo far, that they may have @ Diſpenſation, 
or Indulgence, as to what they = eh - Many ſcruple impoſed 
Forms of Prayer, ( ſuppoſe it to be their weakneſs, and an error; 
yet - they really ſcruple, and- doubt the lawfulneſs thereof..)-- And 
more ſcruple the Common Prayer, as not altogether ſound.” And 
fome think; their preſcnce- would be an approbation of the Cor- 
ruptions in it,-vnleſs they may have liberty to teſtifie agaiaſt thoſe 
Corruptions. Which: if they do, theiCanon pronounceth them 
excommunicated, ipſo faito., Will the- Dottor get that-takenoff? 
Many ſcruple the procuring of God-fathers, and God-mothers, as 
Sponlors tor their Children in Baptiſm, and the addition of the 
Croſs to-Baptiſm (which to them looks like a Sacrament-of mens 
coining.) Many ſcruple kneeling in the receiving of the Lord's 
Supper (apprehending a ne ror moſt ſaitable to that Ordi- 
nance, and ſuppoſing that the Diſciples uſed ſuch a geſture, -whom 
they would not pretend ro excel in their -Devotion-) - Itwould 
eaſe many, mightthey be conſidered as to theſe Scruples. 

Again ſome think, they have enough againſt the Miniſter of the place 
where they live. It way be, hes very yietous,and-wofully debauched. 
It may be,he is continually flying out agaiaſt rrue Santtiry and Piety, 
as- Fanaticiſm, -and fooliſh preciſeneſs, or as meer hypocriſie.- It 

- may: be; if they ſhould come to_ him with their Doubts.andScru- 
* 'Ples; defirous to be reſolved and-fatisfied, he could ſay nothing to 
them, - ox-- would but deride and diſcourage them. And how can 
they be farishedro commut the care of their Souls to one; they know, 
has.no care of them, , Againg 
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- - Apain, muſt the people needs joyn in the Congregation where 
| - Glhaazone many Pariſhes © large, as the Churches 


fands ? ' Should they meet 
er partof them would be no 


than Latine Service. 


d if people are no way tollerably provided for in the Pariſhes 


Where theylive, and yet they muſt reſt content; muſt we not ſup- 
-poſe that thoſe things which have been pleaded for fo much as law- 
ful, and indifferent, are indeed the 'neceſſary things, "and ſound 
Preaching the ordinary means of Salvation,. with the Salvation of 
Souls, are but indifferent things ? ſo it ſhould be neceſſary to keep to 
the Rules of the Church, but not neceſſary to learn how to walk by 
Scripture-Rule. Neceſlary to go to our Pariſh-Churchz but not 
neceſlary to learn the way to Heaven. So itſhould be indifferent, 
whether Sonls attain to ſound knowledge and faith, indifferent 
whether they be converted and ſayed, While they keep to order 
here, it matters not what becomes of them hereafter. 

—Þ. 35: Ard that if they can hold occaſional communion without ſin, 


they know no reaſon why it may not be ordinary without ſin too, and then 


ſeparation would be needleſs. To which they ſubjoyn theſe remarkable 
words, which I heartily wiſh our Brethren at this day would think. ſeriouſly 
upon, - to. ſaparate from thoſe Churches ordinarily and viſibly with whom 


tion. ] 

Avſ. 1. Many Non-conformiſts have noms FL with 
them inthe Parochial Congregations, where they have had oppor- 
tunity; though withal they have had other occaſional Meetings : 
our bleſſed Sayiour and his Apoſtles went to the Jews Synagogues, 
yet would not be abſolutely conkned rothem ; but had. other Ailem- 


blies beſides.  - | 


2. Where ſuch are put. in the place of Miniſters, and publick - 


Teachers, wha evidently want the necellary quali ns required 


in Miniſters and Paſtors of Charches by the politive Laws of Chriſt, 


they may be in doubt, whether they ſhould do.well to-own and encov- 
rage ſuch. Here they may think, they cannotholdordinary'communi- 
on without-ſin,and then withdrawing, from ſuch is-not Hm. pw 
unjuſt ſeparation. If the Church has power to ſet ſuch over Co 


gregations, and to oblige others to-hearthem, "then the Church has : 
power with blind and perfidious Guides toſend Souls toHell; Such | 


as would edificare ad gehennam, are not true edifying: Preachers. ; It 


- weTreto be wiſhed, that ſuch asare a great reproachto the prom 


| not poſlibly contain all that belong tothem, no, not by thou- 
+ yer the Worſhipto the fargreat- - 


eegnay you may joyn without ſor, ſeemeth to be a moſt unjuſt ſepara- - 


7 
Ul 
: 
7 


b 12 $ 


[54 ] 
through their ignorance and profaneneſs, &c. and for all their xedl 
 forUniformity, yet indeed caule divifions and offences, who ſerye 
not-our. Lord Jeſus Chrift, but their own Belly, -were removed. 
Are they not as Salt without itsſayour ? may not'ſuch be; found 
more#uilty as to the matter of Separation, than thoſe. that with- 
draw fromthem 7 

3. As bath been noted before, they muſt neceſlarily divide into 
diſtinct Aſſemblies, where there are tolerable agd profitable Preach- 
ers, if yet it be impoſlible for allthe people to zoyn withthem in 
the Worſhip of God. And then what reaſon there is to call ſuch 
neceſlary diſtin Aſſemblies Anti-churches, for ſome little diverſity 
of order, | feenot-unleſs a French Church,or a Dutch Church among 
uvs muſt be ſo accounted. Some dificrence may be ſuppoſed to have 
been in the Churches planted bythe Apoſtles, yetall agreeingi1a the 
rain, and what wasneceſlary,they were not to judge or deſpiſe one 
another, Would ſo many Miniſters of the have been ſet a» 
- ſide, as Supernumeraries, upon account of not agreeing with others 
in ſome uaneceſlary diſputable points, when yet the Church hadreal 
need of them ? $0 | | 

4. Thovgh | have notthoſe Papers, -to conſult, the Door fo 
much infiſts upon; yet I caſt my eye upon what-ſome about that 
time, -whowere very likely to know the others ſenfe, wrote : And 
all this you do (fay they ) voluntarily, not ſeparated, but ſepara» 
ting (non fucati ſed ſugitivi) Now we know who are excommunt- 
cared spſo fatto bythe Canons (and ſoſeparated) and unwarranta- 
blyCſay they not having any ſufhcient cauſe. But whether they have 
no more cauſe and warrant now,than thoſe had whom they ey, «0 
withſeparation, isthe queſtion. Arfd Z.C. who pleaded the 
tors Cauſe ſo zealouſly before him, grants, ſeparation that is not 
voluntary, but whereunto menareconſtrained, and ſeparation up- 
on warrantable ground or reaſon, ( the inevitable Contraction 
of Guilt, -or -cellation of 'Chriſt's Trae Worſhip, and Non-com- 
munion with particular Aſſemblies, to which we neverſtood related, 
and with which we cannot orderly andfordinarily communicate ) is 
not Schiſm, but paſſionately and unjuſtly-ſo reputed. 

P. 35. And I muſt needs ſay, T never ſaw any Cauſe more weakly de» 
fended, no, not that of Polygamy and Anabaptiſm, &c.] 

Then it ſeems there is as much tobe ſaid for a man's having more 
. Wivesthan one, as hath been, or is like to bepleaded for worſhip- 

Thg God truly, for the-preaching and hearing of his Holy Word, 

that is not-accordingtothe-manner-and-order-of the Church of Er- 


gland. 


| 03s] 
" Then the ordinary means of Salvation are not to: be ac- 
counted ' of in any other way- + Then Miniſters thatare not fatis- 
fred to'conform, had better ſafer multitudes of Souls: to periſh, 
than preach the Goſpel to them, which is called the Power of God 
unto Salyation. This is ſtrange Doctrine to me. Methinks, the 
Podctor over-looks his Brethren, and what they have faid for foch 
diſtin&, or ( as he calls them ſeparate Meetings. Think well of 
thoſe four Caſes Mr. Corber puts ( p. 30,31. ) wherein they would 
ſcem neceffary. And fo faras1 amable to judge, hedoth asclear- 
ly take off the objeftion ſome are ready ro make, ( p. 32, 33. ) If it 
be ſaid, we may not do evil that good may come, nor break the 
Laws of unity for ſuch reſpetts ; The Anſwer is, thatthbis is notto 
doevil, but a good Work,and a neceſſary duty, and here isno breach 
of Unity that is of God's making or allowing. The neceſlary means 
of ſaving Souls are incomparably more precious than Uniformity ia 
external accidental order,cſpecially when 'tis unwarrantably injoyn- 
ed, and attended with fuch evil Conſequents, If ſo mach may be 
faid for Polygamy, that it Is good and neceſlary, and no breach of 
Gods Law, | amquite out in my aim. . 

P. 36. For although they allow our Churches to be true, and that it is 
lawful to communicate with them, which is the moſt plauſible plea 
hae, this is ſo far from extenuating, that it doth aogravate the fant, 
Then it ſeems, the Donatiſts were more exculable, for that they 
confined the Church to their own party, and would not acknow- 
tedge other Churches to be true Charches. But the Door once 
condemned the monopolizing of Churches to Parties. ( Preface to 
Irenic. p. 5.) From this monopolizing of Churches to parties bath proceed. 
cd that ſtrange uncharitableneſs towards all who come not up to every cir- 
cumſtarice ff their way and method. Now doth this aggravate their 
fault, that they do not what he there condemns? Then he liked 


- not, that men ſhould accoumt only that the Church, wheve their own 


method of Government is obſerved, ibid. But now it ſeems, Paro- 
chial Churches that foHow the eſtabliſh*d Rule, are the only Church- 
es in England, that thoſe who come not up to every circumſtance 
of their way and method, are falſe Churches, Anti-churches. - ..4 
initio autem non fuit ſic. 

' P. 36. But whatever may be ſaid as to other pleas My Text 
ſeems to afford the ſtrongeſt of all, vt. that men are to be preſſed to vo 
no farther than they have already attained, and not to be ſtrained up 40 


an Uniformity beyond the diltates of their Conſciences,&c. ] S0 Mr Hales, 


that man of Note and Renown, thought ( Of Schiſm, p. 215; 216. 
| 218,) 


 —— " 
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213. ) So the Reverend Door thought, ( Prefac. tolren, p.$, 5g. ) 
P. 37. Men are bound in conſcience to go as far as theycan.] And 


how far they would have gone, for'peace-lake, and to enjoy their 
publick liberty, atthinks the Doctor ſhould not forget. -( See Pe- 


tition for peace, p. 9-ſett. 10. ) And ſuppoſe, that through weakneſy, 


they could go no further 3 yet Mr. Hales ( inthe place laſt referred 
to) hath this remarkable paſllage, which I heartily wiſh at this day 
was ſeriouſly thought on, that to yield a lictle tothe imbecillities 
of Inferi@Ts isx thing which $. Pax! would never have refuſed todo. 
Is there no obligation upon the governing part inſuch a caſe, todo 
whatin them lieth for preſervation of. the Churches Peace; that 
now we hearnot a word of that from the DoCtor : but rather the 
contrary, ( Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p.268.) —lIn ſuch matters re» 
quired by a lawful authority ( ſuch as that of our Church is , there is 
an advantage on the ſide of authority, againſt a ſcrupulous conſcience, 
which ought to over=rule th: prattice of ſuch who are the Members of that 


- Caurch. | But nineteen years ſince, he would have the world know, 


that Chriſtians were once known---by their mutual love, forbear- 
ance, and condeſcenſion towards one another : ( Preface to- Irenic., 
p. 6.) That condeſcenſion, a ſtooping to the weakneſs and infirmities of 0 
thers, is the indiſpenſible duty, and a charatteriſtical note of thoſe that 
have more than the name of Chriſtians, ( ib. p. 7. ) That Chrift's deſign 
was to eaſe men of their burdens, and not to lay on more, &c. ( ib. &p. 
8. ) Why are ſuchthings now kept up as a mighty ſecret, which 
if taught, applied, and practiſed, would ſo very much tend tothe 


- Churches Peace, which 1 will not ſay he pretends, but ſeriouſly pro- 


fciles to be zealous for. 

P. 37. Hisſharpcenſure in the words following, [| And I cannot 
ſee how it 1s conſiſtent with the tenderneſs of Conſcience which our Brethren 
pretend to, &c. 7 1 paſsit.over. 

Ib. I dare ſay, if moſt of the Preachers at this day in the ſeparate 
Meetings were ſoberly ashed their judgments, whether ut were lawful for 
the people to joyn with us in the publick, Aſſemblies, they would not d:ny it, 
and yet the people that frequent them generally judge otherwiſe, —— But 
why then is this kept up as ſuch a mighty ſecret in the Breaſts of their 
Teacher ,why do they not preach it to them in their Congregations ? 

Aaſw..1. So I ſuppoſe they would not deny it to be lawful to 
joyn with a'Dutch Church, or a French Church. I would not deny 
it to be lawfulto joyn with the Lutheran Churches, ſuppoſing one 
ca!t among them. And if he. could joyn wich no other, for any 
thing l know, it would be his duty. 

2. The 


? 


L357] 


2. The people I have moſt converſed with generally judge 0- 
therwiſe than the DoCtor ſays. They think it lawful to joyn + 
with Conformiſts, and Nonecontormiſts both, and accordingly 
they practiſe. 6 

3. 1 know not that this hath been kept as a mighty ſecrer: 1 
have Preached, and you know what I have writren for the lawfulneſs 
of it. And fo have other Non-conformiſts preached too. 

P. 35. It is leſt they ſhould ſeem to condemn themſelves, while they 
preach againſt Separation m 4 ; no Congregation. ] | 
- Friſw. They look upon Churches, or Congregations under the 
eſtabliſn'd Rule, as parts of thetrue viſible Church, and ſo do they 
look upon the Congregations they preach unto. When Licenſes 
were graited, ſome ſober Conformiſts came to the .LeQures of 
Non- conformiſts, who yet were far from principles of Separation, 
and could preach ſtill againſt Separation, without being ſelf-con- 
demned. | And ſo may Non-conformiſts preach againſt princi- 
ples of Separation in their diſtinft Aſſemblies, and not be ſelf-con- 
demned. Again, it ſeems, in the Doctor's Judgment, none that 
own their Churches to be true Churches, ſhould preach to ſuch as 
are for Separation - but if they do, they are ſeIf-condemned. Now 
methinks ( th&agh 1 know divers of them would be very (by, and 
backward to hear us )- it is a pity that ſuch ſhould be quite expoſed, 
and ſuffered tojrun into greater and more dangerou; errors ſtill, as 
they are laid gpen, .if no ſound Teachers mult preach to them. [1 
think, it-can never be proved, that all cauſleſs ſeparation is a funda- 
mental error, and inconliſtent with a ſtate of Salvation, that by 
the very aCt ſuch evidence themſelves to have a form of Godlinels, 
but deny the power thereof ( asone, and a good man (I believe ) 
in his zeal was ready to aſlert) I find the DoQtor more moderate 
than ſo, ( An'wer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 183.) where he ſays, No- 
thing of this nature can be 0bjetted againſt our Church by Diſſenters, that 
excludes none from a poſſivilty of ſalvation meerly becauſe not in her Com- 
minion. And many of- the ancient pious Catholicks had other 
thoughts of ſome of the Noyatians. And yet ſuppoſe the error 
of cauſleſs ſeparation was of a more deſperate conſequence, than 
the Dottor hath affirmed there, I ſee not, but ſach as are taken with 
it, have more need of the means to recover them our of it. And 
if it be their duty to hear God's Word, methinks it ſhould not be a 
Miniſters fn to preach to them. If hundreds of them: (hearing 
the report of the Doctor's Sermon) out of curioſity would go to 
hear him, I know not what authority mn to bid —_— 
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be gone. 1am ſure the Apoſtles would not-have ſcrupled Preach- 
ing to a company of Idolaters, who were as bad as- theſe can be 
ſuppoſed to be. ; ; 

But 1 hope the'generality of thoſe that frequent thoſe more pri- 

vate Meetings, now called ſeparate Congregations, are not Separa- 
tiſts truly ſo called, but of more ſober principles. And many of 
them ſuch as thirſt after God's Ward and Ordinances, and frhaps 
many of them-negleCted, and wrongfully barred by others. And 
why it ſhould be niade queſtionable, whether Miaiſters. may not 
law fully preach to ſuch ? 1sathing that.in following times may he a 
little wondred at, | 

P. 38. ( For Ihnow not how it comes to paſs, that the moſt godly pes- 
ple among them, can thedeaſt endure to be told of their Faults. ) 1 (hould- 
have thought, this Pareptheſis might have been ſpared. It. ſounds 
very harſh, If the moſt godly among them be ſuch, then one 
would be apt to conclude, there can be very little godlineſs among 
them, 1 would hope yet, it was not- the Doctor's deſign here to 
gratifie thoſe that love to gird at the godly. Too many ſuch there- 
are that. would have hummed the Doctor for ſuch an expreſſion 
as this. Though 1 am more taken with that of Biſhop Reynolds, 
(C. Means aud Method of Healing, p. 19. ) They who burt them, bew at 
the Bough whereon they ſtand, dig under the foundation which holds them 

- ButI wonder how the Doctor came to know this of them. If 
he had it only by the report of others, is that a ſufficient ground for 
ſuch a poſitive charge and accuſation ? Or hath he had to deal with. 
them himſelf ? Here I muſt ſay, that of all leyer had to deal with, 
I could generally obſerve the contrary. And thoſe thatare the moſt 
forward to cenſure others, and willing to oyerlook their own fauks, 
and unwilling to hear of them, we cannot take for the moſt godly 
among vs; for there are others that give far better and greater evi- 
dence of their godlineſs. 

P- 38, 39. If the bare diſſatisfaltion of Mens Conſciences do juſtifie 
the lawſulneſs .of Separation, and breaking an eſtabliſhed Rule, it were to 
litrle purpoſe to make any rule at my 

Anſw. 1. Though the bare diſlatisfattion of mens Conſciences 
jzuſtifienor ſeparation, ſuppoſing Conſcience erroneous, yet ſepara- 
tion in caſe of diſlatisfaftion may bealeſs ſin, than the impoſing of 
thoſe things about which mens conſciences are diſſatisfied; or then 
joyning 18 communivn againſt. the- DiQates of their Conſciences. 
Would the Doctor have.them joyn inthe Lit , &c.againſt their 
QonkCiences? Surely, that would not be like honeſt and conſcien- 

tious 
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tious men. ( Ser. « 43 ) No manu that bath any Conſcience will ſpeak. 


againſt the power 
2. To make! about things unneceſlary, and ſubeQed (to 
ſay nomore) which.it.is known RS many ſcruple, 
and are diſſatisfied at, would indeed ſeem to be nm hetle 
( cxi bono? ) if not to ill purpoſe. Chriſt and bis A 
ft the Charch no ſach Rule. And can any Church now mend the 


ialendniad? - Arocur a Glchenhened ts wetkhectee fins 


Rule? Whatever Rule men ſet down, can oblige only fo far as it 
contains nothing repugnant to the Rule of the Word. Thoſe - 
whom the Dottor probably thinks he pinches here, have the ſame 
thoughts which he had once ; ( Preface to Irenic.p.y. And p.415.) 
That Form of Government is the beſt—— ( Andſo by a parity of Rea 
ſon, that Orderand Rule about God's Worſhip ) which comes near- 
eſt to Apoſtolical Prattice, and tends moſt to the advancing the peace and 
unity of the Church of God. And thus what is nece 
( by thelight of Nature, and Rule of Scripture) being OO 
determined in ſpecie; it would ſeem beſt, as tending moſt toads 
vancethe peace and unity of the Church of God, that what Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles left at liberty, ſhould be left ſo ſtil. As Biſhop 
Reynolds ( Author and Subjett of Healing, p. 6g} A, P, _=_ cone 
toned and indulgence towards the mfirmities, ej 
of men of humble and ſober, of quiet and A : 
are taught to bear the infirwities of the weak, Rom. 15. 1. Be Been 
to ſecure and ſettle the Fundamentals, the Vitals and 
Grine, Worſhip and Duty, that _—— fure of ſound and rv 

dox Miniſters ob atcbis Flock; and if in ſmaller and 
more problematical things, men cannot be all of one mind ( as we never 
ſhall bave perfeition of judgment til we come to Heaven : ) Let not the 
ſtrong deſpiſe the weak; nor the weak, judge the ſtrong : whom God re- 
reives wito bis favour, many us ſhut out of ours, Rom. 143+ ' Ahd 
Peers os" ſon, ( Means and Method of Healing, p.41.) 
ought to oy tenderneſs to preſerve for God's the 
liberty TOY the Lord hath made ho e. God forbid anyre- 
ſtraint or abridgemene ſhould be pon that. Tins he. Now how me 
ny wonld be ſatisfied with a Rule, not exceeding fach right mea- 
ſares as God's Word is clearly for. - And ſee Perition for Peace, p. 
20. w__— objection, that ſome would ſtil} be unſatisfied, 
m_ 0 

9. The Door returnsagaintothe Allembly, and what pal- 
Io berfint the Presbyteriansand the + + _—_—_— Men. Though 
2 


tenderneſs 
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tenderneſs of Conſcience may juſtifie Non-communion in the thing ſc1 upled, 
yet it can never juſtifie Separ ation. \ | 
Now as 1 would not tay that Conſcience, if erroneous, juſtifieth 
Non-communion, but only excuſeth 4 taxto; fo though an erro- 
neous Conſcience cannot juſtifie ſeparation; yet it may in part, and 
ſomewhatexcule it. Asthey thatare not ſatisfied to- joyn with the 
publick Congregations, ſuppoling them in an error  here,, yet 
( though then it n:uſt be ſuppoſed an error for them to ſet upſepa- 
rate Mectings, notwithſtanding ) I ſhould think, they are more to 
be'cxcuſed, in that they keep up God's Worſhip in-their proper 
Meetings, then if becauſe they could not joyn with the pablick 
Worſhip, therefore they would wholly neglect to worſhip him. E- 
ven thole Meetings, that may be very diſorderly, as to ſeyeralcir- 
cumſtances, may yet be lcoked-upon as Religious Meetings. And 
1 durſt not ſay, that profane Ale-Honuſe Meetings are more allow- 
able and commendable thaa they, as ſome of-our young Clergy= 
men ( if Ihave not been miſinformed) have publickly determined 
of all private Meetings for the worſhip of God. 
2. There ſcemsto be adifference betwixt that ſeparation which they 
diſallowed, and the preſent praCtice, which the Doctor will haye to 
be ſeparation, as appears, I think, by what hath been ſaid. And 
had thoſe diſlenting Brethren been cauſleſly put out of their places, 
I know not- but. that there was need of their. Miniſtry, and that 
they oughtto haye employed themſelyes therein, as they had op. 
portunity 3 though men had called it ſeparation. On the other 
band, could the Door procure this fayour for his diſſenting Bre- 
ahren, that they may be taken into publick places, where they may 
be diſcharging their office unto which God hath called them, he 
ſhall have no more-occaſion offered by them (1 believe.) of preach- 
ing againſt their ſetting up ſeparate Congregations. Yea, though 
, the terms were much harder, than any put upon the former diſſent- 
ing Brethren, . They look uponthe preſent Aſſemblies ( very pre- 
bably) but. as- temporary Aſſemblies, upon a preſent exigence, 
their Office, and the. neceſſity of Souls calling on them to follow 
the work of their Miniſtry. They would not chuſe a ſeparate 
ftate. Some of them have moved, and generally would deſire to be 
taken into communion with the Churches under the eſtabliſtvd Rule, 
_ _ conſiſtent enough with neceſſary and due order in-the 
Church. ;- 
P. - That tis endleſs to hope to give ſatisfaftion to erring Conſei- 
Aces. 


- But 
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But the Door hath not yet evinced ( that I caa find ) that his 

diſſenting Brethren are kept off from comply ing with the eſtablith- 
ed Rule by an erring Conlcience. 

It yet remains a controverted point, on which ſide the error is. 
The Doctor ſays ( Several Conferences, p. 165, ) We this k the requir 
ring doubtful things for certain,” falſe for true, new for old, abſurd. for 
reaſonable, are ground enough for us nat to embrace the communion of a 
Church, unleſs it may be had on better terms than theſe. And —We have 
often proved, that impoſing of unreaſonable conditions of Communion, 
makes the Church ſo impoſing guilty of the Schiſm., | 

And ſome cannot be ſure yet, that none of this is now impoſed. 
And it is poſlible ſome may think, that if it can be proved an uarea- 
ſonable condition that Miniſters muſt declare Aſſent and Conſent to 
a Book in Folio,. and to all things contained- in it, upon Ag 24 
1662, before many of them could poſlibly have a ſight of it, and 
before others that had it, could diligently peruſe it : then the Do- 
Qor here lays the guilt of Schiſm oa the Church. 

Again, the Doctor ſays, ( Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 178:.) 
He muſt think, me a very eaſie man to yield, till I be. ſatisfied firſt that 
God hath appointed ſuch to be my Guides. And be grants (p. 26x. )) 
Men may have reaſon to queſtion, if not the sþyll,. yer the ſincerity of their 
Guides, and though they muſt have ſome, may ſeek, new- ones. 
hereupon ſome may. think, it is an error, tohold, men muſt not 
leave their Pariſh-Church, though a bliad, or unfaithful Guide be 
ſet there. As the Doctor farther ſays, (bid. .) The 19n0r ant follow 
tbeir Guides only upon the opinien of their :hkyll and integrity ;, and when they 
ſee reaſon to queſtron theſe, they kyow of ( N. B.) noobligation to follow 
their conduti over rocks and precipices. 

Again, the Doctor grants, an abſolute ſubmiſſion cannot be due 
to the Guides of the Church ( that would ſuppoſe them to be in- 
fallible.) So far we are agreed: then, - that men are not bound ro 
ſubmit to them inall things they may requize.. As he fays ( Jreric. 
p-1 19.) If that be not uſurpation and dominion ovey ethers faith in them,and 
the worſt of implicit faith in otherryt is hard to define what either of them 
#5, Now to go ona little farther with him there:1f they be bound to c- 
bey only in lawful thing?;, 1 then inquire wha muſt be judge what things 
are lawful in this caſe, what not ? If the Governors ſtill, then the power 
will be abſolute again, for to be ſure, whatever they command, . they will 
ſay is lawful, &C. } | | 

Bue ( fays he, Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 179, 180.) The 


. great difficulty now is, ſoto ſtate theſe things, as to ſhew that we bad rea- 
ſen. 


- 
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ſonriotto ſubmit to the Guides of the Roman Church, and that thoſe of the 
ſeparation have no reaſon not to ſubmit tothe Guides of our Church. —- Let 
the things in diſpute be proved to have been the prattice, of the Chviſtian 
Charch in all ages, we ave ready to ſubmit to them. Now maynot Dil- 
ſenters ſay the ſame? When (p. 181. ) he ſends that noble chal- 
lenge, We challeng thoſe that ſeparate from 14 to produce one perſon for 
fifteen hundred years together, that held Forms of Prayer to be unlawful, 
or the Ceremonies which are uſed in our Churches. Granting him that 
Forms of Prayer are lawſn!, and have been very.ancienfly uſed in 
the Church ; yet ſome will be as ready to challenge him ( perhaps ) 
to ſhew ( it he can ) out of alt his reading ( which muſt be ac- 
knowledged very great ) that the Forms of Prayer now enjoyned 
are of fifreen hundred years ſtanding inthe Church. Thatthe pri- 
mo-primitive Church -had a ſtated Liturgy, after the example of 
the Jewiſh/ Synagogues, I ſuppoſe he cannot prove. That Paſtors 
bad liberty of compoſing Forms in after-times for their own Con- 
- gregations, I ſuppoſe he- will not deny. That Forms of Prayer 
were impoled upon Miniſters ( and that with an Aﬀent and Conſent 
required to all and every part ) that this hath been the praCtice of 
the Church in all ages, is fo evidently untrue, that no man of con 
mon ingenuity, (much leſs ſuch a worthy perſon as the Doctor is ) 
would aſſert. Letusgo to the Scripture, the primitive, and Re- 
formed Churches, (three Judges the Door would ſend ns to-in 
doubtful caſes) and we ſhall hardly find any of them determining 
for ſuch a practice. ; 
Again, "the Doctor hath theſe words, ( Arſwer to ſeveral Treati- 
ſes, p. 232.) The Primitive and Apoſtolical Church ? That we have always 
appealed ro, and offered to be tryedby. The truly Catholick Church of all 
Ages ? That we atterly deny to have agreed in any one thing againſt the 
Ch»rch of England. Now tet it be proved, that the Primitive and 
Apoſtolical Church was forthe Re-ordination of Miniſters ordain- 
ed by lawful Presbyters, and that this has been the praftice of the 
Chriſtian Church in all Ages ( when there hath been occaſion offer- 
ed) let this be proved [ ſay, and (as the Dottor ſays before) we 
are ready to ſabmit. 

As for the Ceremonies nſed, and ſtrictly injoyned,the Doctor for- 
merly diſtinguiſhed betwixt Ceremonies properly taken for Attions 
hgnihcative, and matters of orders and decency ( J1yenve. p. 68.) 
yet now I ſee he would haye them confounded, ( Anfwer to ſeveral 
Treatiſes, p. 268. ) wherethe ſecond thing he ſuppoſes the authority 
of Church-Governors to lie in, is, Adair Rates and Cittms abone 


matters 
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matters of order and decency in the Chureb. "Not anqerly 'C fays he) 
in the y Circumſtances of time and place, and rar 5 the cor 
trary to Whic imply a natural indecency 1, but 111 Continuing | bſþ. 
ing thoſe ancient Kites of the Chriſtiau Church, which were prattiſed in 
the early ( he does not ſay firſt ) times of Chriſtianity, and are in them» 
elves of an indifferent nature. Here he would make them both one. 
Yet bow it-can be, 1 do not underſtand. Prudent Rules, that all 
things in the worſhip of God be done decently, and in order, are 
not indifferent, but ſomething more ; but rules eſtabliſhing ſignifi- 
cant Ceremonies/( which the DoCtor would hook in here vader the 
terms of order and decency.) its feared, are not indifferent, bur 
ſomething worſe. Though the Dodtor is ed to call them tri-- 
fling ObjeCtions that are bronght againſt them; I could never yet 
meet with fatisfatory Anſwers to them. 1 wonder how S. /uſtin 
and the Dottor pazted : for they were yery great ( Jrenic. p.68,69. ) 
That Sine wlla dubitatione reſccanda exiſtimo, loundeth like an heavy 
ſentence againſt ſuch Rites and Ceremonies, , which the Dottor 
ſeems now for having continucd and eſtabliſhed ; which ſentence 
with the reaſon of it he would then have referred to the moſt impar- 
tial jud;ment of every true ſober-minded Chriſtian. 1 have not yet 
ſeenthe Doctor clear it, that the Ceremonies uſed in gur Chaeches 
are contained in the Holy Scriptures, or determined by a-lawful ge- 
neral Council, or Councils, or confhrmed by the cuſtom or practice 
of the Catholick Church. I know not of any one, that hath pro-- 
vedcrofſing in Baptiſm -the praftice of the Chriſtian Chucchia all 
Ages, the ſame | may ſay of the reſt. | 

The Door further faith, ( Anſw. to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 180, 
131.) Then we are no Separatiſts : ſee the ſecond Plea for Peace, 
ch. 12. All thing} are lawful which are. no way forbidden expreſly, or by 
conſequence. T hoſe who ſeparate from the Church of England this 
their Fundamental Principle as to worſhip, ( wherem the difference lieth ) 
that nothing 15 al in the Worſhip of God, but what be hatbe 9 
commanded ; we ſay allthings are _ which are not forbidden, $c. 

This ſeems not to be the ſenſe of all that ſeparate, that nothing 
is lawful, .but what there is an expreſs command for-in Scripture. 
How many are there that hold the baptizing of Infants lawful, 
though-it be not cxpreily commanded ? An expreſs Text of Scri- 
pture they think not neceſſary here. And the Non conformilts 
( who now begin to beranked with Separatiſts ) would be ſatisfied, 
could they ſee ary. general warrant in Scripture , authorizing 
Clurch-Goyernors tg, add to that engaging Sign of _ F: 

$>. 
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Chriſt's Inſtitution, another dedicating ſign of mens4aventing, and 
dther ſignificant Ceremonies bcſides what the Lord hath appointed. 
Such general warrant they cannot yet find. And ſee Q. Ekzabeth's 
Inj2octions, ſett. 3. That the works deviſed by mens fantaſies beſides 
Seripture have not only no promiſe of reward tm Scripture, but con- 
rrajawiſe, &c. And Biſhop Bi/ſon ( Chriſtian ſubjet. pair. 4. p. 345.) 
- If we alter that which he hath appointed for himſelf, or add any 
thinruntoit, he rejetteth all our ſervice, as done not unto him, but to the 
corceit of our hearts, which by nature 15 no God. 

And if ſuch Ceremonies be not forbidden « in any ſenſe) and 
therefore lawful, itavill follow, that the Governors of the Church 
have authority, after thoſe three, to bring in threeſcore more, yea, 
three hundred, if they pleaſe, which are no more forbidden.” 'We 
ſay ( ſays the Dottor )) al things are Lewſul which are not forbidden. 

And ( ibid.) We defend the Government of the Courch by Biſhops to 
be th: moſt ancient and Apoſtolical Government. | Here poſlibly you 
willagain be put in mind of that ( Jrenic.p. 414.) The Epiſcopal Men 
will hardly find any evidence in Scripture, or the prattice of the Apoſtles 
for, &c.) which hath been ſo univerſally received in all Ages 
ſince the Apoſtles times. ) Yet not univerſally. As here probably 
you will thiak of what was cited before ( [renic.p. 374.) We 
may find ſome Churches without Biſhops for a long time, &c. And ſee 
the prattice of the Reformed Churches, which part they generally 
embraced, ( Iren p. 408.) 

Again, the DoCtor faith ( Arſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 182.) 
The Guides of our Cyurch never challenged any infallibility to themſelves. 
OS It is to 10 purpoſe to propoſe terms of Accommodation between 
thoſe who contend for a Reformation, and ſuch -who contend that theycan 
never be decerved, &c. "] 

But here ſome may think, that though Church-Guides pretend 
not to Infallibility, yet (as it has beenſo) it is like to be tovery 
little purpoſe, to propoſe terms of accommodation unto thoſe that 
arenot for any condeſcenſion, but ſtand vpon their own authority. 
And when ſome are really diſlatished at,and cannot but ſcruple ſome 
things injoyned and yet can hear nothing but | You are faCtiovs,and 
ſchiſmatical,and proud as it yo1 mult jnltructyour Governors, whoſe 
duty it is to obey them, and to follow your Guides. ] Such may 
carry, asif they would not allow men to think them fallible, Lirt- 
tle hopes of peaceand union in the Church, while ſuchthingsareſo 
rigidly inſiſted on. Which ( as Cor-zon and Non-con ſays. ( In 
Intro1uttion,p.5.) Rizid Contormiſts confeſs to be but trifles com- 

paratiyely 
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rote or condeſcenkon. can be entertained, it jsmuchat one, 
as if they challenged =. 


= upon the pretence © 


fr Tay nothing ) nee ooh 
it elf reaſonable and-juſt >, 


b hon 
- ulous Tay hb) 
app ſve Fain Onſen 59 s,' (that doubt of (0s awfulacſs 


pre ccman ) ” wah injoyning thrice as Many more 
* | thoſe ancient of theChurch, ſo we-may have an anointing 
with Oil ; ſo we my have Milk and Honey after Baptiſor; —_ 
may have croſſing, not only once at Ba qo ig faſbion 
occalions, as in T ertulliar's time. it the Church __ 
pay- them home. for their {rapuboiry , the Dottor may til. 
ſay, It 48 mit ſelf reaſonable and at. But is this [ doing as much 
as in them lies, to reclaim Diſlenters? ] As he ſays (p. 28g.) 
It ging + novuotgg Bape Te pA Rag as lies it wa, to. rc * 
claim Diſenters ; God never wro miracles to enre Sora wh 
perſons — ] And. does he now account ſuch incorrigible ? 

without any diſtinftion ? Then 1 could wiſh ſome would ry 
him of that expreſſion, he hath, # Preface to Jrepic, p.-2+ | 
that hath been the. aggravation of our | livin, that toſs mor ”; 
to lift wp their vaices, ike Trumpets, have ſoundedrather an allerm\ tapur; 
contentions ſpirits, than a Parley or Retreat, which bad been fir wanted 
ſuitable to our Meſſengers of Peace. 

Further the Dottor ſays. ( Arſw.chc-pals. ſpeakingofthoſe Re 
diſſent) 1Vone.of them charge our Churesb with any,error in dothring} cate 
not ſay lv, 1 ſuppoſe the Churchof Faglontemantd the preface to the. 
*—"— Book 
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Book of Ordination; &e. which fays, F It is evident to all ten, ditt- 
gently _ my Seriptares} and antiefit Authyrs, that frotti - 
the Apoſtles time there haye beer! theſe ordets inChriſsChurch, 

' Biſliops, Prieſts, and Deacons, as ſeveral Offices. ]J And the D6- 
tor ſays a little before, Wet defend the Government of the Chitrch 
Hiſhops ro be the moſt ancient and Apoſtolical Government. But h 
ſome may fay, Deftor $7. did —_—y read Holy Sctiptures atid 
ancient Authors before he wrote his Fenicitm ; yet flo ſack thing 
: was evident to him, 'that frony the Apoſtles time there were tho 
three ſeveral Offices in' Chriſt's Charch - Therefore ir is oor evi- 
dent to all diligently reading the Holy Scripture, cc. Or thus, 
The Apoſtles Government was conformed to that of the Jewiſh Sy= 
1agogues : ( as the Door lays that for a Foutidation ) but the 
jewilh Synagogues had m6 ſuch Government. Ergo that cantivt be 
the moſt ancient and Apeſtolical Government. 

To what follows in the fame page; i may beſajd, If the Chirech 
of Enzland excludes fione from a' pelſibiity of Salyation theerly be« 
caule not in her Communion; why Uoes ſhe not ſer aſide things not 
neceſſary to Salyation to take Difſe into Her Communion, ra- 
ther-than vrge themſoas way be prejudicial to their Salvation, 

Again, the Dottor faith ( «Fe: $:1%4-) Onrs thallthge #6 
more than teaching men to do what Chrift had cowmantted htm, 75 
this things, ' not commanded or forbidden; to \pive valts, which on the 
acetone of” the general commands of Seripture, they took on the nitmbers 
of oxy Church as obliged th obſerve. So that the atthvrity challtnged in 
the Roman Chirch encroacheth on the Prerogative of Chriſt, being 
of the ſame nathre with bis, but that which our Governors plead 
for, is only that which belongs to thay» as Governors over a Chriſtian $6+ 
CIETY » 

(+ Loramnb have avthority to give fpecial Rules about order 8 
and decency in God's Worſhip, upon that general command; Le: all 
things be done decently, andin order. So'mvch Diſſenters readily grant. 
Only they thiuk, that ſnch as pretend not to an immediate authort- 
ty of obliging mens Conſciences, ſhouk! not ſtand as ſtrictly ypon 
their own orders, thovgh-according to general Rotes of Scripture, 
a500 the obferyation of the plain and poſitive commands of God. 

2. That the Governors of a Church have authority to-give Rules 
for the obſerving of Religious Ceremonies in God's Worſhip, 
which he has not commarided, - needs farther proof, than the DoCtor 
> hath offered ( thatl cav fee.) Suchare not meer matters of order 
and decency. | Diſtingeihing betwixt parts, and! circuaſtances of 
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3. Is it no encroaching on the Prerogative of Chriſt, nointrench- 
ing on his authority, to make new Laws, and Rules for Communion, 
and for the exerciſe 'of the Miniſterial Funion, which Chriſt hath 
| not made, or allowed in his word ? Ordoes it indeed belong to 
Governors of Churches. to cjeft Miniſters, - agd Chriſtians ont of 
communign, for ſuch pg rp for ner by t be: es of Chriſtianity 

d notdeſpiſc or judge 


er the Doctor aps (lſooy &c. .þ 185, Whether 
Fae, impoſing of three, decdared to bes ferent by theſe 
who require them, can be thought Gow; any men of common ſenſe fo $reat. @ 
burthen to their ae? 4s allt wc Lew nercty ies in the 
Roman oy (Fe, "ar asf difference ſo apparent be- 
[ing ation of our h fram the Church of Rome, and that of 
rom our Church, that it fremea yury ſtrange. thing to meythat 
"Ah dhe objected by owr Enemves oneitber ſide + ſl 
Nowt is eaſily granted, that the Church of me hath ivenfas 
greater cauſe for ſepar from her, than the Chyrch wg + 
can hixherto be charged with; yet it will not therefore 
none can feparate from her, hut it. muſt he acauſleſs ſep: oy, uN- 
leſs her impoſitians were equal to thoſe of the Roman 
And upon the ſame grounds,that thoſe three Ceremonies 3 afe jon 
poſed ( {cil. that all thingsare layſul which are wy wrgr ver and 
becauſe the Church bas authority of continuing 
thoſe ancient Rites uled,in the eels ſhe LI in a whole 
loadof vgan.o {5s Nh js te: 
uſed. in t ap ng Kot no mare fox \in Scri- 
ptare,. than. the Ty, upon, aud thegghphe 0y "ew 
ded lawful; 
Again, the Charch dechring the things tobe indiff 
a very ſtrange thing to me, that they ſhould (til be ic 
tbey ate found of {0 evil conſequence, which one moat 
Wee the nature of their ndifte erency. 
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And ſurther, thongh | like not compating the Church" of Ex. 
tend tothe Church of Rome, I would not call them ; nei- 
ther dol think, they do well, that call all Diſſeaters Schiſmaticks. 
Some poſſibly may plead that which the, DoCtor ſaith ( Conferences, 
þ.158.). —A Chriſtian is bound to joyn with ather Chriſtians -jn the 
Al: of God's publick, Worſhip : but withal he adds immediately,. 
that he. is bound to chuſe the communion of tlic pureſt Church, —- 
Where ,there are diftinft commynions, the beſt is to. bechoſen, And. 
( Anſwer? cp. 177.) A manwho would ſatisfi: bimſelf 'inthis divided. 
ſtate of (he Chriſtian Chu ch, what particular communion hy ongbt to em= 
brate, ind what Grides be muſt follow, ——he muſt fot only exerciſe bis 
own jidoment in particular cont; overſies, but miſt raceed according t0.it,, 
ard joyn with that Churth which upon enquiry be jhdges tobe the beſt... 
Now tvureiwn from this Digreſſion + weſee, it may be aqueſtiqn, 
whether the error be inthe Dillepters, orno? And then, though 
it be erdfefs to hope to give ſatisfaftion to/ erring Conſtjentices,. yet. 
I hope it will not tollow, that therefore menſhould not ſeek to give 
ſatisfaQtion to thoſe, that for ought they know, are not jn anerror,, 
that deſire no more than it is but juſtand reaſonable, they ſhould 
be ſatisfied in. And yet ſurther, becauſe there is no hope of ſaris- 
fying all erring conſciences, ate none therefore to. be conſidered 2 
no, not ſo far, as by forbearing to impoſe” indifferent thangs upon 
them, wheh they ( through errorand miſapprehenſion ) take them 
to bevnlawful? Thenthere'can be no ſuch thing as condeſcenfgon 
and Chriſtian forhearance ſhewnto any the molt tender conſciences. 
Put the Door cannot ſay, that thoſe with whom he there compares 
Notes, did look vpon the Rules they propoſed, as but concerning, 
things 'indifferent, or that they would not fatisfie others_in ſuch 
things as were but indifferent to them. 
P. 40.They conceive the 5, of ſeparation muſt be ſhewn to be ſuch as 
exmnatura rei will bear it ont. T6 
And fo Diſfenters think ſtill. And that there is a juſt and warran- 
table ground for thoſe diſtint Aﬀemblics ſome of them are employ- 
edin, where they hope they are doing God andhis Church ſome 
ſervice, whichthey dare not decline; though they would be more 
elad, if it would pleaſe him to open a,door for them, tobe jmploy- 
ed in the more publick Congregations, in hope that fo'they might be 
more ſerviceable, The cauſes of. their preſent praftice baye been 
ſhewn before. . | | 
Ib. Anddidnot the Apeſtles bind the burden of ſome neceſſary.things on 
the Gorches, &c. | id | 
| This 
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ting gx "VT % _— 4.5 | _ , 
' P41. Thar the”; this Rule in the-Text, did ut intend to allow 
Brerhy en; who agrtt in a f fringe of Fait and Werſkip, bs j tongs 
from one *arorher, in thoſe Very ſubſtartials wheren th f aoree. ] 
'Nor diithe Apoſtle iotend to atfow others Th up fuch'Rules 
as would not - F ad Fey agreeing in.dll Subſtantials of - 
 Faithand Worthip, to hold publick communioh wi cr 8 
to whom they had Been tawfully called, and. plan | Fog. | 
many teſs likely co care for the Flocks, © 1f* pavierdvy azree inal 
Subſtantials of Faith and Worſhip, ſhould nor ſeparate from one a- 
nother, let us pray, that there may be ſuch. an accommodation, that 
Conformiſts and 'Non-contformiſts -may freely joyn one with anc- 
ther,as thoſe that walk by the ſame Rale.and mind Tame things 
jn-the main, asthoſe that ſerve one Lord and Maſt, and'carry ori 
the. ſame deſign, that notwithſtanding ſome” dillexefice in lefler 
matters, they may heartily accord, and concur inwhat nay be for 
the promoting of true Religion, the Worſhip and Honour of God, 
and the ſalvation of, mens fouls. And that they may love and hc- 
nour- thoſe moſt, not who are moſt zealans for their own party; 
and exaCtly of their own opinion, tut who ate the beſt Chriſtians, 
and moſt zealous for the common intereſt of Chriſtianity. | _ 
' P. 41, 'Thaz. there js. 4 great deal of difference between Tyranny over 
Mens Conſciences, and Ruler of Unifornity, ] gs pe | 
Yet ſome Rules of Uniformity may b nſtrurvetts of Tyranny, 
and Engines of Cruelty. As for that pretty .Jimile of ſtretchiug a 
tow man tothe ſame Jength with'a taller, or cutting ataltman.to 
the ſtature of one that' is Jow, for Uniforwity's lake; ſee the Do- 
or making uſe of it.prefare to 1r01.p, 10, Ib. "That they do not deſore T- 
miformity for the ſake of Tyranny, but only ſor order, and order for e+ 
dification. ] So the Dottor maſt not plead for thoſe (if there be 
any ſuch, as God knows whether there are.) that are for Uniformi- 
ty, a8a means of cutting off, caſting and keeping ont mazy conſci- 
entious men, that they conclude canmot be ſatisficd to —_— 
whole 


ſands of Souls thar have need of then, audjnight have bee 
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whoſe excluſion they deſire, and are glad of. This lgc 
formiry for the ſakeof Tyranny. And if the preſent. 
and order be for edification, it would ſeem, that, 
monies, declared. to be indifterent, with thaſe | 
have caſt and kept out ſo many huadred Miniſters 
teen years, are more for peoples edification, than 
would have been. | ee" 

Whart follows there, the DoCtor hath ſpoken. enqugh untq ( pre- 
fac. to Trenic.p. 10. ) pleading that men ſhould nat be denyed the lj: 
berty of their Conſciences in ſuch matters of Bag tha And Cp. 


i 1. ) hehopedthe ſame of the Church of Ex that in confor- 
mity to the primitive Church, ſo much would be allowed us. 

P. 42. From whence we ſee the Church of Englands iwndeavour after 
Uniformity, is acquitted from Tyranny over the Conſciences of men by the 
judgment of the moſt learned of the -ſſemblyof Djvmes..] 

ut hold alittle, The matter muſt be ſtretched out upon Procrs- 
ftes Bed, before both theſe meet. That Afembly way for Uitor- 
mity, therefore for the ayer Uniformity,which requires a great 
deal more, andquite other things, than ehey propoſed - this will 
by no means follow : unleſs the Church of Xemes indeayouring af- 
ter Uniformity in their way be acquitted by the Church of Englands 
indeavouring Uniformity. Now I am ſorry to ſee the Dottor rea» 
dy to impoſe vpon us t09. | S 

Ibid. Awillfal error or miſtake of Conſcience doth by no means excuſy 
from ſin. 
To Le SR aſſent : as the Doctor proves it well from A7.26, 
g- 1 verily thought with my ſelf, that I ought to do many things contrary 
to the name of fs of Nazareth. And John 16. 2, The (bal 
you ont of the Syna ogues : yea, the time cometh, that who Okilub 
you will think that he doth God ſervice. "But as the Doctor fays, it 
was 1 horrible miſtake. And ſome may think it queſtionable, whe- 
ther God will, take it asa good piece of ſervice doneto him, that 
which hath been done among vsto ſo many of his Seryaats. 

P. 44. If the error be wholly involuntary, 1. e. if it be cauſed by n+ 
vincible ignorance, or- after uſing the beſt means for due information of bis 
Conſcience, though the att may be a fault i it ſelf, yet it fhallnot be im- 
puted to bim as a v1. $. 

Now here is the moſt comfortable word I canfing inall the Ser- 
mon for many of his poor diſſenting. Brethren. Here is woundiag 
an{| healing from the ſame hand - a good Weapon-Salye. After 
ſome hard words and cenſures, he ſpeaks a comfortable word here 


tO 


for 


bs fatis T « Lafal fir thee 
cann , CHAT TN 1 are 1aw m ro 
fubniit ento, or that ir is Tawfut Far them wholly to lay afide their 
Miniſtry therenport; though their not conforming;or their preach- 
ing ſti ( noewithſtand ag Þ not GU > dl te t 
in it ſelf (1 poſidg error here, ) yet it ſhall'not Ber: 
piited £6 them as 4 fin; Thongh men may them for 
God- will not. He cannorfhy (in this caſe) rthar-futh are 
4nd dariiable fins, And if G6& wilt parden ſat; merhintks-men 
ſhould, whis haye as gteat need of forgiveneſs themſelves. an 
as Con-#01; ſays,, He that over-cenfureth, may be more guilty 
the error he ceiffurtth. . To what the Dottor bys Jown kt aft 
þ. 45- ] Would Tpbjoyttwhat follows,” ( gtt of The" Plak "for Pratd, 
235. ) Some of us ar& able to faythar we have With 3wy 
to ſee the truth, ſtudied the cafe of the otd*Coofvrivity wy 
years, and the Gſe by the new Conformity now above feytiireen 
yeats, _ w_ Y eo all that, jug en NI _— which 
we thought might co info (s) 
that Ip would not fe usto err, and the ſboget | nf 
more we are confitined:; In this cafe weſuffer publick'and privit 
obloquy aig reproach And in reafov, irs 45 eafſe to thib! 
that they that hold their opinion on ſich terms, afe' like t6 Be 
impartial in their ſtudies, as they whoſe. way leadeth to prefet- 
ment, wealth and honour ; of which we were capable of a part. 
And they that ſay, God will not condemn. menfor that which 
ey wete not able to avoid or help, ſhout nor do othetwiſt them, 
clyes. | PTY TY 
P, 45 While we keep to one Rule, , all prople know what it is to be of our 
Churc ; 
But why ſhould none be thought of the Church, but thoſe that in 
every thing conform to ſuch a Rule? Shall the defeft of a Cere- 
mony diſmember the Church? A little before the D6for, Let uw 
ſtudy the Urlity and Peace of the Church, And would" there be ever the 
leſs peace and wnty in a Church, if a drverſity were allowed a to pyattices 
ſuppoſed indiffer ent? yea, there would be ſo much more as there Wat a 
mutual forbrarance and condeſcenſon, as to ſuch ihings, ( Preface to 1- 
renic.P 9,10.) P.45-1f men ſet up their own fancies above the Rule they 
charge it with imper fettion 7, if they do not obey the Rnls, they maks them-. 
ſetves; 
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ſtlves wiſer thanthoſe that made it.) Though mea 
their own fancies, I hope they may be allowed to 
Scriptures abavye-any other Rule, and*ta try 
Chucch-Rules are not. infallible. The nine and ; Ariiches 
grant ſo much, . We.mult not ſuppoſe men tq be &s wiſe as'God.: 
Whatſoeyer corruptions at any times may 'be introduced, if apy 
bugele at them, the like may be objected, that ſuch make them; 
ſelycs wiſer than their Rulers. Mult nat" nen be allowed-a' private” 
jadgment of diſcretion ? Would the xr have them led by an 
implicit Eaith to a blind obedience ?' Here it was worth the while 
viewing over again, Jrezic. p.41 18, 11p., . | os 
P. 46. »— Such the, wiſdom, and order, and piety of its Devotions, 
that none who are true Friends to any of theſe, can be Enemies to it. ] 
Like that ( Conferences, P. 100.) The beſt Church in Chriſtendom. 
Yer Ll ſuppoſe, not ſo. good asto need no reforming. | 
bid, ——{f themſelves were in place, or thoſe they love and eſteem, 
then the Government 1s a good thing, if it bein good mens bandi. Thus 
do mens judg! f VATY, as their untereſts do. } , = 
* Does h@think ſook all ? Might not ſome Noa cooforibits have 
ot as high a place in the Church, as he is in, perhaps a ſte 
Fre he] Lear edi ſatished ro conform ?, But the Doors ad- 
vice there 1s -"y : It ws take heed we do notgive too muth oftaſion to 
our Enemies to think, the worſe of our Church for our fakes. Such aFriend 
[ am to.the Church, and to Epiſcopacy, 1 heartily wiſh, it may 
rake withall concerned, . And the better they are, the better it may 
be for us all. Some havequeried, whether a people might do bet- 
ter under good Laws and bad Judges, or under but indifferent Laws 
and good Judges? They that. take on them to guide and govern 
Souls, are _ under the greateſt obligations to be good. An eminent 
Lawyer, when he wis put to his'choice, what courſe he would fot- 
low, choſe to apply himſelf tothe ſtuily of the Law, ſaying; If 7 
ſhould be a bad Phyſician, I might deſtroy many mens Bodies ; ſhould [ 
be a bad Miniſter, 1 might ruine mens Souls; but if I ſhould prove a bad 
L1yyer, 4 ſhallonly prejudice men in their Eſtates. | 
P. 46. We find Umformity and Order condemned as Tyramical, till 
men core into power themſeluer——_—- | Herewith compare that in 


% 


the laſt Page of the Preface to Irenic. Nay, I dare not harbour ſo law 
apprehenſians of perſons injoying ſo great dignity and honoxnr inthe Church, 
rhat they will in any wiſe be unwilling of themſelves to reduce the form of 
Church-Government among us to its primitive ſtate and order, by retrench= 
1:7 all exorbitances of power, 'XC, n 


Ibid. 
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Thid. & 47. Thoſe who now plead for Toleration, 'did ence think it 
' the Mother of Confuſion, the Nurſe of Arheiſm, the inlet of Popery, the 
common ſink of all Errors and Y 
And men may#till have ſuch ts of an unlimited Tolerati- 
on. And if the Door and ſome other of his Brethren were ſo. 
berly asked, whether it were not lawful for Rulers ro Tolerate ſach 
in the Chnrch, as his Dillenting Brethren, and allow them to 
Preach publickly, that hold no more dargerous Errors, and carry 
peaceably, they would ſcarcedeny it. 1 think the Doctor cannot, 
ſeeing what he ſayes ( Anſwers to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 282, ) The 
Primutive and Apoſtolical Church ? That we bave alwayes appealed to, 
and offered to be tried by. And may not his Diſſenti Brethren A 
peal to, and offer to betryed by the Primitive Apoſtglical Church, 
whether ever ſhe ſuſpended, and ejeCted Miniſters ( agreeing with 
her in the Subſtantials of Faith and Worſhip) for ſuch things? 
And yet one would think by the courſe that hath been taken with 


-them theſe cighteen years, or very near, Rulers were otherwiſe 


perſ»aded, and have not been minded of it. Now to uſe ſome of 
the Doctors own words. (Ser. Pp. 37, 338. ) Why is this kept up as 
fuch a mighty Secret in their Breaſts? Why have they not Preach- 
ed it to Rulers? Isitfor fear? —But is it not. plainly written, If 
I yet pleaſe men I ſhall not be the Servant of Chriſt ? Or ſhould we not be 
uncharitable if we ſuppoſed that worthy men who upon all occaſions 
profeſs ſach 7cal for Peace and Unity in the Church, do yet prefer 
{ome petty private Intereſt before ſuch a publick good ? If there» 
fore they would acquit themſelves like {t and conſcientious 
men, let them tell Rulers plainly that they look on it as very law- 
ful to Tolerate ſuch, and allow them Liberty of Preaching pub- 
lickly, fuch as the Primitive and Apoſtolical Church would bn 
allowed; and we may have ſome , that if Rulers are made 
ſufficiently ſenſible, that ſacha thing is Lawfull, they may in time 
judge it to be a Duty, all things conſidered. And this might do more 
towards the calling back of thoſe ſe meetings the Door is 
ſo offended at, then all that he hath faid here in his Sermon. Itmuſt 
be granted, All perſons and things are not to be tolerated. Yet me- 
thinks, ſuch may be tolerated, who indeed ought to be incoura- 
ed. 
Y P. 48. 


Cutting off all Rales of Order and Decency, as incroach- 


wents on the Inſtitutions of Chriſt. ] 


Rules of Order and Decency are allowed. There is a gene- 
ral Rule in Scripture for ther. Fr there isno ſuch general War» 
0 rant 
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rent for men to appoint Religious myſtical Rites and Cetemonies in 
the worſhip of God. That theſe ſeem to be encroachments, Gods 
Worfhip may be as orderly andasdecently performed withoutthem; 
therefore they pertain not to Order and Decency.. And if Rules 
of Order cannot be binding, when contrary to the end for which 
they are to he appointed, that is, Edification, much leſs are Rires 
and Ceremonies of mensdeviſing, that haye leſs to be ſaid for them, 
when theyreally obſtru@that end. 

P. 9. The DoGor would have us diſtinguiſh between approba- 
tion of the uſe and of the choice of things. | But whether Aſlent, 
with Conſent imply not a little more than bare approbation 
of the Uſe, 1 am ſtill in doubt. And belides, if this Liſtintion 
were to he admitted, it weuld not relieve thoſe, who are not 1a- 
riched of the lawful uſe of ſome of thole things. But it 
{cems thisdiſtinCtign would not be admitted. ( plea be Peace. .P. 
159, 160.) To put all out of doubt, the Parliament-men long a- 
£0 told us (none contradicting it to us) that to another Bill the 
Honſe of Lords added a proviſo, that the Declaration in the Act 
of Uniformity ſhould be underſtood but as obliging men {[ to the 
Uizotitz T and that the Houfe of Commons refuſing, at a confe- 
rence about it, they gave in ſuch reaſons againlt that Seriſe and pro» 
viſo to the Lords, upon which they did acquieſce, and caſt it out. 

P. 50. —Forbearing one another in love, &c,.] And fayes one, 
if it may not take place [ in things that may be left at li- 

erty without apparent Prejudice to purity, peace, and order, ] I 
cannot apprehend to what purpoſe that precept, [ Eph. 4. 2. | is 
in our Bible, And yet as the Door very ingeniouſly obſerves 
( Irenic. p. 38. ) And which .ſrems ſtrange, the things men can leaſt 
bear with ee another, in ave matters of liber ty ;, and thoſe things men 
have divided moſt upon, have been matters of uniformity ;, and wherein 
they have differed meſt, have been pretended things of indifferency. 

Ibid. & p. 51. —— The moſt Sober and Learned Non-conformiſt s of 
former times-—tterly condemned Separation from our Churches as unlaw- 
ful, Ec. | 
. ThatSeparation which'the old Non- conformiſts condemned, 1 
hope, Diſlenters generally do not allow now. And they conceive, 
their preſent practice to be quite another thing. See Corbet (of 
Church Unity , &C. p. 52. ) The caſe of thoſe. that are neceſlita- 
ted ro--Yet ſecking Union would gladly imbrace a reaſonable ac- 
commodation,is much different from theirs, who upon choice, and 
wilfully ſever themſelves, becauſe they loye to be ſevered, oa 
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The old Non-conformiſts when ſuſpended, though they forbare 
Preaching in their own places, yet would not be idle; but were 
glad of opportunities of Preaching ellewhere, and rather thaa fail 
Preached in private houſes, notwithſtanding their ſuſpenſion «b 
(4 . 
Doctor Gowge ( who is cited p. 51.) 1took to be a conformiſt, 
Ag holy man, and Reverend Divine he was, whoſe memory is (till 
precious. Burt let the queſtion be, whether ordinary Miniſters have 
not warrant by Gods word to hold oa and Preach (till, C as they 
have opportunity) though forbidden by the Laws and Govern- 
ment they live under, if forbidden for no cauſe, that will juſtly bear 
ſach aCenſure and Sentence. And it is pollible we may find an Or- 
thodox Biſhop ſpeaking ſomething to-it. ( Biſhop Bulſoz of Subje#, 
p. 236.) Princes have 10right to call or. confirm Preachers, but to re« 
ceive ſuch as be ſent of God and give them liberty for their Preaching 
and ſecurity for their Perſons: f Princes refuſe ſo to do,Gods Labou- 
rers muſt go forward with that which is commanded them from Heaven , 
not by diſt urbing Princes from their Thrones, &c. And here conſulc 
Mr. Baxter ( Chriſtian Direttory, p. $54. upon Queſt. Zo.) A 
Moral Duty ( as he ſayes) of ſtated neceſſity tothe Church, and 
mens Salyation is not ſubjeted to the will of men for Order lake, &c. 

That the Apoſtles continued to Preach the Goſpel, though far- 

bidden by Rulers, is paſt all doubt or queſtion. But then it is ſaid, 
There is a difference between the Apoſtles caſe, and the caſe of 
ordinary Miniſters. And indeeda great gradual difterence betwixt 
them muſt he granted. Thus the Apoſtles bciag fo extraordina» 
rily called, and qualified for the work, and there being a greater 
neceſlity for their Preaching, and greater beneht to the Church by 
it, had they left off preaching, their ſm had been cloathed with 
ſpecial aggravations, above what it had been ia ordinary Miniſters. 
Var mas & minus non variant ſpeciem. Ordinary Miniſters may 
be ſtppoſed under an obligation to Preach the word ſtill, (though 
men forbid them to Preach, though not under ſuch a ſpecial obli- 
gationas the Apoltles were. Mans Prohibition canuot make void 
Gods command. If God chargeth them to attend to their Mini- 
ſtry, men cannot diſcharge them. As the Doctor well noteth. 
( Irenic. p. 44. ) 

When two Laws are contrary the one to the other, the ob{gation to the 
bigber Law takes away the obligation to the other. If men, cannot ar 
their wills make thoſe to be no Miniſters, whom God hath called to 
the Miniſtry, neither can they at” their _ diſcharge them on 
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the work of the Miniſtry, And if ſtill God would haye alt mew 
to be ſaved, and to come to the knowledge of the truth, there 
would ſeem to be a-neceſlity of ſuch forbidden Miniſters. preaching. 
ſtill, when withoutit. many are not likely to come tothe knowledg 
of the truth, and way to ſalvation. Though there be. not ſo higha- = 
neceſſity of theirs, as- of the: Apoſtles Preaching. Shalb we ſay, *s 
that they may ſuffer poor Souls to periſh for whom Chriſtdied, ra-- 7 
ther than relieve them (when they beg for ſomerelief) contrary to- 
Law? There had been a ou wo to the Apoſtles, and tothe l] 
world ( it is true.) had the Apoſtles neglefted, and laid down - 
their work : yet that will not prove, there is no wo toordinary 
Miniſters, no wo to others, if they lay aſide their work , when - 
there is real need for them to be at work ſtill, And what if the l 
ſound and orthodox had deferred their work, when the Arrians 
were ſet up againſt them? 1 know many urge the example of Solc-- 
mcr's depoling Abiathar fromthe Prieſthood, 1 Kimgs 2. 26, 29.. To 
which ſomeanſwer, That Ab:athar had no right, it belonged toano- | 
ther Line (Though that may be queſtioned : ſee: 1 Sam. 2.30.and | 
Doctor Lightf. ) But then it is further ſaid; Abiathar was-put out, by Y 
two Princes that were inſpired by God, wbo might do it by extraor- | 
dinary direCtion,: ( 1 Chron. 29. 22. 1 Kimg.2.27.) And it is ob- | 
ſerycd further, when Ab:athar was thruſt out, Zadek, ( not Hophni 
and Phmehas) ſucceeded. But that which. is ſpecially to be noted; 
is, that Abiathar was not depoſed, but for a criminal matter. He 
was a man of death, worthy of death, as the Text ſays; ſo he de- 
ſerved thatund more. But it will not hence follow, that Miniſters 
may be degraded from their office for no crime. 1 am thiaking 
here of whatthe DoCtor ſays: ( power of Excom. p. 30. 31.) That 4 
\ Magiſtrate cannot repeal a juſt cenſure in the Church as to its ſpiritual ef+ 
fetts;, but he may ſuſpend the temporal effelt of it, in whichcaſe it 15 the 
dirty-of Paſtors ( 8. ) ro diſebarge their office, and acquieſce. 


Now joyn iſſue with-him here. The Magiſtrate - cannot repeal _ 
a-juſt cenſure of the Paſtors in the Church, and yet hatha greater y 
Power even to null the Paſtors Office, to make them- no Paſtors.. Is . 


not this a little ſtrange? It is the duty of Paſtors to diſcharge 
their Office in- paſſing juſt cenſures, though againſt. the command 
- of the Magiſtrate; yet not to preach the Goſpel, or to look upon 
themſelves as Miniſters of the Word, againſt his command. 
Though a little after he tells us, the Magiſtrates power in the 
Church is Cumulative, not | 0006 en That 1s, it is not to. take 
{rom the Church and Miniſters thereof, the power and privileges 

granted | 


” [1 
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granted by- Chriſt; but-to put them in a better capacity of 'exer- 
ciling and enjoying the ſame then they were in without it. Ard 
though we read of Biſhops depoſed, and 
Biſhops, and many. Canons concerning the ſame; yet ſuch- 
ding by the Churches power, if not according to Chriſt's Laws, 
Cas the ancient Conſticutions appointed, if a _——— Presbyter 
(unjuſtly) ſeparated from his Wite, and in caſe of Fornication, 
ior ar Perjury, &c. then ſuch acourſe to be taken with them; 
otherwiſe) it is athing to be queſtioned, For it may be ſuppoſed, 
I would Ry, certainly concluded, that Chriſt hath given no ſuch 
wer to the Chucch, or any Officers in it, as to deprive himſelf of 
It, .or his own Laws: of a was force againſt theirs. As the 
Dodtor hath a like expreſſion of the power God gives to Magi- 
ſtrates, ( Jrenic. p. 69.) And that good man, who ſeveral years 
ſince ſo zealouſly pleaded this ſame cauſe the Doctor proſecutes in 
his Sermon, yet had preached, that as many had heretofore been 
called to bear witneſs to Chrilt's Prophetical Office, and to his Prieſt- 
ly Officez ſo the Kingly Office of Chriſt calleth for the teſtimony 
of the Saints ( ſays he) that the Government is on his Shoulders 
adminiſtred by his own Officers and Ordinances; and this muſt be 
atteſted in the greateſt tribulation, ſaddeſt ſufferings in Fire and 
Blood that can befal ys. (See. 4r, Cr. Caſe conſidered, p. 21.) If 
now others ſhall arbitrarily turn out Chriſt's Officers, without” any 
order or warrant from him, will not this look like an encroach- 
ment on the Kngly Office and Authority of Chriſt ? And what ſhould 
his Miniſters da in.ſuch a caſe, but in as prudent and peaceable man- 
ner asthey can, goonin diſcharging their Office nader Chriſt, and 
patiently ſubmit. ro what may be the pleaſure of Rulers to inflict for 


_Akeir ſo doing? And otherwiſe it would be fad withthe Church 


ſometimes. If Rulers have power to -make Laws, nullifying the 
Office of a thouſand Miniſters, whereupon they mult all ceafolrom 
the work of the Miniſtry; then if they pleaſe, they may make 0- 
ther Laws totake off as many more; and thus it ſhould be in their 
power to deprive the Church of all her Teachers, or ſhe ſhould have 


noe but ſuch as were the ſervants of men, and would dojuſt what-. 


Rulers at any time pleaſe to command. 
P. 52. Let me beſeech them to conſider the common danger that threat- 

tns us all by means of our Dons | 
Here | ſay (as Second Diſcourſe of the Relig. of Engl.p 43.)could the 
Proteſtant Conformiſts, or Non conformiits, either of them upon . 
their own ſingle account, if one (ſhould exterminate, os utterly dif- 
able 
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aVle the other, be ſo well ſecured againſt Vopery, as now they are 
by their common intereſt ? ---How much more in a ſtate of Union, 
might their ſtrength increaſe againſt their common Advyerfaries ? 
But further I wiſh it was ſeriouſly conſidered, whether they are moſt 
to be charged, ascanſing our diviſions, who would gladly unite,but 
cannot upon the terms impoſed without ſm ; or they that will not 
abite them ſo much, where the impoſition may be finful, but are- 
laxation without doubt is lawful ? They that will not abate fech 


terms for union with Diſlenters, do they not in effctt tell the world, 
that they have no deſireof an union with them ? 

P. 53- Not to give enconrazement fo raſh intemperate zeal, is good 
advice. And have not ſuch as [ Cwrſe ye Alerox ] need of it too! 
1 wiſh we had all a greater zeal for peace & unity ; yea,a greater zeal 
for true piety, & the power of Religion, which would do more to ce- 
ment us,than Uniformity in all our Rites and Ceremonies. 

P. 54. Not to be always complaining of Hardſhips and Per- 
ſecutions; is another advice the DoCtor gives us. And if 1 knew a» 
ny of my Brethren, that had nced of it, | would commend to them 
that late Piece of a Non-conformiſt , Mr. Hieron's Spiritual Rejoy- 
cirg. Thoughthere be ſome bitter Ingredients in the Cup of their 


Atfiition ( asthe Plalmiſt faid, it was not an Enemy that reproach» 


cd me, then I would have born it, bat ) that Proteſtants 
*#hould fall thus on Proteſtants, on ſuch as are one with them in al 
pointsthat areneceſlary to Chriſtian Unity ( ſee Iremic. p. 62.) this 
5a little ſad. Though ſometimes Loſers have leave to ſpeak, and 
tell their Loſſes; yet 16me the DoCtor ſeems to point at under this 
advice are moyed to ſpeak (1 am perſwaded) more from aſenſe of 
others ſm, than their own ſufferings. And they whom 1 moſt con. 
verſe with, would make light of paſt ſufferings, and prepare for 
greater trials. And what are we better than our Fathers ? 

As for thoſethe Dottor ſpeaks of, Whereas the ſeverity of Laws 
hath been tempered with ſo much yentleneſs in the execution of them,that 0- 


thers have as much —_—_— of indulgence,as they of perſecution.(Where 
the DoCtor ſeems n& very much grieved or concerned for the af- 
fliction of Joſeph. 3 Thoſe others (1 am afraid.) forget Pſal. 169. 


16, &c. And that of our Saviour, With what meaſure ye mete, it ſhall 
be meaſured to yeu again. Andthat of the Apoſtle Fames, He ſhall 
have judgment withont mercy, that hath ſherzed no mercy. 

P. 55. They want the 'ngenniry of Adoni Bezek, to refleft on the 
Thumbs and the Toes, which on bave' cut off, and think themſelves 


'bonnd to do again, if it werein their power. || 


Here 
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Here are keen words, but (1 ) few of his diſſenting Bre- 
thren will feel themſelves wo them. | 

—Þ. 56. The true contrever fie 15 nat about the Reaſonsbleneſd of Uni- 
formity ; but who ſhall bave the power of preſeribing the Rules of it." ] 

The true Controverlie betwixt him and his ting Brethren is, 
Whether men haye power of making Rules, that will caſt out of the 
Miniſtry, and caft out of Chriſtian Communion ſuch as are tobe ad- 
mitted and taken in bythe Rule of the Word ? And whether that 
Uniformity be not the cauſe of divilion, and indeed to 
true Church-Unity, which caſts out any, which ought to be receive 
ed as Miniſters or Members of the Church, according to $cxipture-- 
Rule? 

P. 56. [t is bard to underſtand, if occaſional commurionhe lawful, that 
conſt ant communion ſhould net be a duty. . 

Enough hath been ſaid before ( I hope ) to clear this. Andif a: 
London- Merchant judgeth occalional communion with a Dutch 
Church lawful, will it follow, that then conſtant communion with 
the Game is a duty ? . 

To what follows, others may fay, if thoſe of the Doctor's way, 
inſtead of pleading for the removing of dividing terms, ( which 
would prepare for a cloſe union iadced) Indeavour to: darken and 
confound things, and caſt miſts before mens eyes, that they who might do 
moſt towards the healing of our breaches, camot ſee their way ur Wa, 6" 
them ;, all underſtanding men will conclude, they prefer ſome little intereſts 
of their own before the honour of Chriſt, andthe peace of his Church. 

P. 58. Anuniverſal toleration is that Trojan Horſe, which brings in 
eur enemies without being ſeen. | : 

This his diſſenting Brethren are not fond on, but greatly dread. 
They could be well ſatisfied with ſuch a liberty,as the Doctor plead- 
ed for himſelf, ( Irenicip. 121. ) and if we goto the merits of the- 
cauſe, may be proved not unreaſonable for the one partto deſire, 
and for the other to grant. | 

P. 59. Ss that upon the whole matter, if we would conſult the honour of 
God and Religion, the peace and tranquillity of the Church we live in,— 
we ought to ley the Apoſtles advice, in walking by the ſame Rule, and. 
in minding the ſame things. "] | 

But ſure it is, the Apoſtle looks higher, and aimsat greater mat-- 
tersthere, than uniformity in Rites and Ceremonies deviſed by mev. 
( As Irenic. p. 66. ) We ſee the promitive Chriſtians did not make ſo much- 
of any Unformity in Rites and Ceremonies ,, nay, T1 ſcarce think ws 
Churches in the primitive times can be produced, that did exattly —_ 
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ern nod we may concl 
ligion nay 

urch as well provided for, the great d | 
ſurely prevented, andthe true Proteltant Religion as much ſecured 
and eſtabliſhed, without requiring uniformity in ſuch things, or 
preſſing men lo much untotie ſame. 

| conclude now with the Doctor's earneſt deſire, with which he 
cloſeth his [renicum: ( A Collett very ſuitable and proper far ticele 
ties ) 


That the Wiſe and Gracious God would ſend us one beart, and one pay, . 
that he would bs the Compoſer of our Differences, and the Repasrer of | ear - 


Breaches ;, that of our ſtrange Diviſions , and ungþriſpian Ammoſuies, 
( while we pretend to ſerve the Prince of Peace ) womghadg/t ſee 


THE EN D. 
Glory to God on high, on earth peace; good 


will towards men: Luk. 2. 14. 
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